FISHERIES (IRELAND). 



RETURN to an Address of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 22 March 1869 \—for, 



COPIES of “ Letter from Messrs. Spratt and Paterson to the Chief Secretary for 
Ir eland, dated the 28th day of April 1868 : ” 

Of Letter from Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland , with joint Statement 
annexed thereto, dated the 28th day of May 1868 
“ Of Letter from the Home Office to the Chief Secretary, dated the 16th day of June 
1868 

“ Of Letters from the Chief Secretary for Ireland to Messrs. Price and Shaw and to 
Messrs. Spratt and Paterson, dated the 2nd day of July 1868 : ” 

“ Of Report from Messrs. Shaw and Price to the Home Secretary, dated the 12th day 
of October 1868 : ” 

" Of Warrant appointing Messrs. Lane and Spratt to be Special Commissioners of 
Irish Fisheries : ” 

“ Of Warrant appointing Mr. Paterson to be a Special Commissioner of Irish 
Fisheries in addition to Messrs. Lane and Spratt : ” 

“ Of Warrant revoking the Appointment of the Special Commissioners for Irish 
Fisheries : ” 

“ Of Correspondence between the Home Office, the Irish Government, the Special 
Commissioners of Fisheries, and the Permanent Inspectors of Fisheries, relating to 
the Business of the Commission and the Appointment of Inspectors, from the 19th 
day of October 1868 to the 17th day of February 1869 
“ And, of Warrants appointing Major Hayes and Mr. Brady to be permanent Inspec- 
tors of Fisheries.” 



(ifefr. Stacpoole.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, 

13 May 1869. 



216. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




[ a ] 



SCHEDULE. 

PAGE 

No. 1. Letter from Messrs. Spratt and Paterson to the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
dated the 28th day of April 1868, with Copy of joint Statement annexed 
thereto - -- -- -- - --..3 

No. 2 . Letter from Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland, dated the 28th 

day of May 1868 - 29 

No. 3. Letter from the Home Office to the Chief Secretary, dated the 16th day 

June 1868 32 

No. 4. Letter from the Chief Secretary for Ireland to Messrs. Price and Shaw, 
dated the 2 nd day of July 1868, and to Messrs. Spratt and Paterson, 
same date - 32 

No. 5. Report from Messrs. Shaw and Price to the Home Secretary, dated the 

12th day of October 1868 - -- -.----4 

No. 6 . Warrant appointing Messrs. Lane and Spratt to be Special Commissioners 

of Irish Fisheries - - 37 

No. 7. Warrant appointing Mr. Paterson to be a Special Commissioner of Irish 

Fisheries, in addition to Messrs. Lane and Spratt - - - - 38 

No. 8. Warrant revoking the Appointment of Special Commissioners for Irish 

Fisheries ___________ 33 

No. 9. Correspondence between the Home Office, the Irish Government, the Spe- 
Commissioners of Fisheries, and the Pormanent Inspectors of 
Fisheries, relating to the determination of the Commission and the 
Appointment of Inspectors, from the 19th day of October 1868 to the 
17th day of February 1869 39 

No. 10 . Warrantsappointing Major Hayes and Mr. Brady to be permanent Inspec- 
tors of Fisheries - _ _ _ 53 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




[ 3 1 



COPY of Correspondence, &c., relating to the Special Commission for Irish 
Fisheries, and the Appointment of Permanent Inspectors of Fisheries. 



— No. 1. — 

Letter from Messrs. Spratt and Paterson to the Chief Secretary for Ireland , 
with Copy of Joint Statement annexed thereto. 

The Special Commissioners for Irish. Fisheries, 

Office, 4, Dawson-street, Dublin. 

My Lord, 28 April 1868. 

In consequence of recent difficulties experienced in the working of this Com- 
mission, we reluctantly feel ourselves constrained to ask the opinion of the 
Government on the following points : — 

1. Whether the rules laid down tor the conduct of correspondence by the 

majority of the members of this Commission, dated 3rd December 1867, marked See Pile B,p .9. 
B, annexed hereto, is a proper rule, and ought to be submitted to and followed 
by each and all of the members. 

2. Whether in the event of one Commissioner differing from his colleagues on 
any point, he is at liberty to write a letter in his own name to third parties, 
expressing dissent from an official letter written by direction of his two col- 
leagues, and intimating a contrary opinion thereto, and whether it is not a 
sufficient protection to such third Commissioner to draw up a minute, stating 
such his dissent and his reasons, and filing such minute of dissent in the office 
with the other papers. 

3. Whether any one Commissioner is at liberty to act on the doctrine that 
he may hold any inquiries he pleases (other than trials of cases of legality of 
weirs, &c.), express any opinions to third parties, official or otherwise, thereon, 
and generally to exercise all the powers and. authorities vested in the Commis- 
sion without consulting or requiring any assent or knowledge on the part of the 
other two Commissioners. 

In consequence of one of the Commissioners holding and acting upon views 
negative of the above questions, and declaring his determination to disregard 
the views of the majority of his colleagues, on the alleged ground that each 
Commissioner has in himself all the powers of the Commission, we, the other 
Commissioners, feel that the business of this department has already been 
seriously impeded, and is likely to be still further involved in confusion. 

We believe the only practicable way of carrying on the business is by obtain- 
ing the consent of a majority of the Commissioners to every official act. 

If each. Commissioner is to do what he thinks proper, irrespective of his 
colleagues, there will be three independent authorities, each claimimg to direct 
and control third parties, who of course must be unable to discover which of the 
three Commissioners is to be followed. Such a course must necessarily paraly 2 e 
the action of this Department, and destroy all confidence in its proceedings on 
the part of the public. If any one Commissioner is dissatisfied with the con- 
clusion come to by his two colleagues, we think it is enough for him if he is 
satisfied that his own opinion is improperly or without reason overruled, to enter 
bis dissent and his reasons in a separate minute, which being filed and preserved, 
can afterwards be referred to by him as sufficient justification of his own 
conduct. 

As we find it to be absolutely necessary for the Government to express some 
opinion as to which of the above conflicting views of conducting the business of 
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this Department is the correct one, we respectfully apply to your Lordship to 
direct such opinion to be addressed to us for our future guidance. ^ 

We beg to enclose a statement with certain files of papers in illustration of 
the difficulties necessitating this letter. 



11 May 1868. 



We have, &c. 

(signed) T. Spratt. 

J- Paterson. 



P.S . — Since writing the above statement, we, the two Commissioners, still 
hoped that Mr. Lane, on further reflection, would consent to observe the minute 
See File L, pp.27- as to correspondence as a standing rule, but perceiving as we do by his latest 
minutes that there is no explicit assurance to that effect, we have no alternative 
but to forward these papers for the opinion of the Government, and await their 
decision on the subject. 

(signed) T. Spratt. 

The Right Honourable y. Paterson. 

The Earl of Mayo, m. p., 

&c. &c. &c. 



See File A, pp. 7, 8. 

Se( File B, p. 9. * 

See File B, p. 9. 

See File B,pp. 9, 10. 
See File B, p. 10. 



See File E, pp. 19, 20. 
» F, p. 21. 

„ E, pp. 19, 20. 
„ F, p. 21. 



» A, p. 8. 

„ E, pp. 18.20. 
„ D, p. 17. 

„ F, p. 20. 

„ A, pp. 7, 8. 

„ C, p. 11. 

„ F, pp. 20, 21. 
„ G, p. 22. 

„ H. p. 23. 



See File C. p. 10. 



See File C, p. 10. 

See his Minute, File C, 
p. 10. 



See File C, p. 11. 
See File C,p. 11. 



Enclosure in No. 1. 

Joint Statement to the Government by Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson, the 
Majority of the Commissioners for Irish Fisheries. 

Previous to Mr. Paterson’s joining the Commission in December last, the official 
correspondence was mainly carried on by Mr. Lane, without any consultation or reference 
to Captain Spratt during the absence of the latter from Dublin ; and in many instances 
the replies so given to letters, and signed by Mr. Lane in the name of the Commission, 
when afterwards made known to Captain Spratt, were disapproved by him, both ou account 
°f their tone and their tenour. As a natural consequence of such letters, angry and 
undignified correspondence ensued with several boards of conservators throughout Ireland. 
This being the state of things, Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson, on the appointment of 
the latter to the Irish Commission, having cenferred on the matter, drew up a minute, 
dated 3rd December 1867, for the future conduct of all correspondence, and it was im- 
mediately forwarded to Mr. Lane, who made a minute thereon. 

In order to carry out one of the requirements in the above minute, the secretary directed 
forms of official acknowledgments of receipt of letters to he printed, to which Mr. Lane 
objected by minutes dated 6th December. 

The secretary considered it his duty to act, and he has acted on the authority of the 
minute of the two commissioners, as being the act of the maioritv, dated 3rd December 
1867. J J 

Mr. Lane, however, has insisted, and still insists, on his right to act independently of 
his colleagues, and states that he is not bound by the minute of ihe majority of the com- 
missioners, having, as he asserts, all the plenary powers of the Commission vested in 
himself by statute, and as neither the secretary nor clerk in the office feels at liberty to 
act contrary to the minute of the majority of the Commissioners, Mr. Lane sometimes 
adopts a mode of correspondence which is, in the opinion of the other Commissioners, not 
only highly objectionable, but tends to bring the Commission into disrepute, and to stultify 
their acts, i. e. the acts of the majority. This he does by writing in his own name, un- 
known 10 his colleagues or to the secretary, letters to persons with whom the Commissioners 
are officially in correspondence. 

For example ; on a recent occasion a letter was addressed to the Commissioners by a 
conservator of the Drogheda district, asking a simple question as to the season for cross- 
line fishing in that district. This difficulty turned on the construction of an order of the 
Commissioners, laken along with the Acts of Parliament. The secretary had seven days 
previously brought the same question under Mr. Lane’s notice, but he devolved the subject 
upon his colleagues. 

Thus no definite opinion thereon or assistance having been given by Mr. Lane, the 
other Commissioners felt it their duty to consider the proper answer to be given, and 
directed the secretary to write the reply. 

This official letter was duly forwarded to the correspondent, but owing to Mr. Lane not 
having called at the office on that day, he did not see it before it was despatched. Had 
there been any error in that letter Mr. Lane could, even after its despatch, have commu- 
nicated his dissent or his ideas to his colleagues next day, when these would have been 

considered, 
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considered, and the error, if any, remedied. But they received no notice of what Mr. Lane 

had done, until, at a public meeting in Drogheda, nearly four weeks afterwards, when the 

three Commissioners were sitting on an inquiry there, a copy of an official letter, written 

by Mr. Lane himself, “ as Legal Commissioner,” and addressed to the secretary of the See File C p. 11 

Board of Conservators, dissenting from and overruling the first official letter, was produced 

to the Commissioners, very much to the surprise of" all present but Mr. Lane ; and the 

parties then wished very naturally to know on which of the two contradictory letters the 

Conservators were to act. 

Mr. Lane had not, up to that moment, informed his colleagues or the secretary of the File E > P* 17 - 
secret letter be had written, and the Commission was consequently stultified in the eyes of 
the public upon its production in open court. 

This discovery caused the two Commissioners who wrote the official letter in the 
name of the Commission, to give the most careful re-consideration to the opinion they 
had given in their first letter, and after doing so they were satisfied of the correctness of 
their former opinion, and of the reply they had at first directed. But whether thev were See File c, pp. 13, u_ 
right or not, they were sensible that Mr. Lane’s act was highly indecorous, and tended 
to discredit the capacity of the Commissioners for conducting public business. 

The file of minutes relating to this subject will explain itself, and, beyond showing various See File c, p. 10. 
changes of Mr. Lane’s opinion on the main point, it will be seen that the only definite ,, C, pp. 15, ic. 

view expressed by Mr. Lane is his determination to act again in the same manner when- *» PP- 2 <>- 

ever he thinks proper. ” ’ p ‘ ' 

As a result of the deliberate re-consideration of the above subject, the two Commissioners 
considered it right to communicate to the parties again their opinion, and directed the 
official letters, copied at page 16, to be written. Mr. Lane, however, thereupon See File C, p. lc. 
refused, for the reasons mentioned in his minutes, to allow those letters to be sent out, and » c, pp. 14-iG. 
owing to their not being despatched, the acts of the majority of the Commission have 
become a dead letter, and the parties are still left in perplexity as to how they are to act, 
or by whom they are to he guided. 

On another occasion Mr. Lane wrote to an engineer in the county of Cork a letter en- See File D, p. 17. 
closing a formal summons, requiring his attendance at a court iu Cork. This was done 
entirely behind the back of his colleagues, and of the secretary, and thereby causing, as 
his colleagues thought, considerable unnecessary expense. 

Further cases of the same kind soon came to the knowledge of the two Commissioners, 
and they begun to feel entirely in the dark as to how far they might have been secretly 
compromised as to matters which they considered to he still pending, and which had been 
outstanding differences between Capiain Spratt and Mr. Lane, before Mr. Paterson joined 
the Commission. Therefore, for their own protection and information, and as they under- 
stood Mr. Lane claimed the right to treat all letters written to third parties in his own 
name as being private between himself and his correspondents, the two Commissioners 
felt it to be their duty, though reluctantly, to direct the. secretary to write to certain parties See File E, p. 17. 
to whom they understood he had so written, for copies of his letters. Before despatching 
such letters, however, the secretary submitted to Mr. Lane a draft of what was proposed. 

Mr. Lane suggested an alteration in it, as marked in italics, and then suggested that he See File E,p. 17. 
himself should first be asked for copies of l he letters. Thereupon certain minutes passed ” 
between Mr. Lane and the' other two Commissioners. 

It will be seen that Mr. Lane still objects to give copies of these letters, or to allow the 
parties he has been corresponding with to be written to for copies thereof, now professing See p de E.pp. 19, 20. 
in his last minute to treat them all entirely as privaie communications on his part. 

In addition to the above instances of irregularity, Mr. Lane has lately adopted a mode 
of writing answers iu his own name to letters which have been addressed to the Commis- 
sioners, or to the secretary, and that without consultation with, or reference to his Files, F and G ; 
colleagues, which they consider objectionable, and contrary to the rules for correspond- and File H, p. 23. 
ence laid down as above stated. The files of papers marked F and G are instances of 
this. 

The Commissioners might add other instances of the difficulties they have had to en- 
counter, owing to similar causes, but they will content themselves with referring only to 
the file I at pages 23-26, and files K and L. See File I, pp. 23-ic. 

The Commissioners think it unnecessary to remark on the tone of some of Mr. Lanes s ee File I, pp. 23, 21, 
minutes, or on the want of assistance given in the way of the only real practical business 25. 

involved in this part of their duties, viz., the drafting <>f the proper reply to all letters K, pp.26,27. 

addressed. The Commissioners feel no great difficulty, even in the absence ot such » 
assistance, in disposing of the questions submitted to them, aided as they always are by 
the ready memory and entire familiarity of the secretary with all the details of the business. 

But what the Commissioners complain of is, that Mr. Lane, afier failing to suggest any 
solution, or to assist in the disposal of pending business, and after waiting till his colleagues 
have done the work, and expressed their opinion, does not confine, himself to entering his 
dissent, if any, on the minutes, and filing the same, but writes to third parties, proclaiming 
his differences with his colleagues, thereby fomenting dissatisfaction in the public mind. 
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paralysing the action of the Commission, and causing public business to be undul 
traded. And inasmuch as he quotes as his authority for such proceedings the ^ P ro * 
nearly all the high official personages of both countries (who probably will be y names °£ 
astonished at such use of their names), his colleagues feel the time has corned 
Government to interpose with some authoritative expression of opinion as to howf 0 ^' ■ 
justified, and has been so encouraged in what his colleagues believe to be a most irrL 1 * 
course of proceeding, and which, in their opinion, can only tend to weaken the fl , lf i£ U -* r 
and usefulness of the Commission. en ine authority 



(signed) T. Spratt. 

J ames Paterson. 



Mr. Paterson’s Minute, dated 8th May 1868. 

On reading Mr. Lane’s last minute, dated 5th May 1868, and comparing it with the 
previous minutes, I think that we are thrown back to the point from which we started and 
that he has given no assurance of observing the rule about correspondence and other busi 
ness m the sense in which we understand it, and therefore I think we have no alternative 
but to forward a statement for opinion of the Government. 



Captain Spratt’s Minute, dated 9th May 1868. 

As in Mr. Lane’s, minute of May 5, he now admits having a correspondence with the 
Cork Conservators relative to the passes which in a former minute he disavowed any in- 
tention of writing, as well as of having written, and as lie has not replied to the last 
minute by a direct and definite acceptance of the rule drawn up by his colleagues (as the 
majority) for the regulation of correspondence, I feel it more necessary than ever, for the 
prevention of future misunderstanding upon such a serious part of the duties of the Com- 
mission, and also for the prevention of the great inconvenience, delay, and unpleasantness 
that has occurred in consequence of it, to refer the matter to the Government, that the 
future working of the Commission may be made more decisive and satisfactory by a 
decisive opinion from the Home Office regarding the rule for correspondence. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute of 15th May 1868. 

I understanij mine to be the same substantially as what was required from me, but if 
and I SurignT* Under8ta ' K lt diffe,e,,tl )b let a minute be drawn up and signed by them, 

fnl A Q S n to one part of what is in Mr. P.’s minute of 30th April 1868, this will be necessary 
} minute respecting anything but correspondence, and I presume all are to observe 
I;nn 8 ISS "fv 1 C - an 0nl ? 8 r a y that m y wish is t0 carry on the business of the Commis- 
Tn n 11 °t 1 ,l )lc k enn Sj and I will do all I can be reasonably asked to do to ensure it. 

Ie , insta * ce VC 1 or, S* nated unpleasantry, and if I did anything in error I 
stopped it when I found it was objected to. 

^P tain S P ratt ’ s mmute, I will only say, and that without the least intention 
thinLe +w ,^ nCe ’ t lat ,iave read n, y minutes and statements very hastily if he 

suv with W W t0 - ^ e - e ^ e . ct be states > and I only beg him to compare what I did 

correct. ^ ****** “ S m,nute ’ and he wil1 find that in both cases 1 was accurately 
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Limerick Conservators to Commissioners of Fisheries, 

Copy of a Resolution unanimously agreed to by the Limerick Board of Conservators, 
on the 12th September 1867. 

Resolved, — That having received a letter from Mr. Lane, one of the special Commis- 
sioners, dated the 27th June last, and purporting to be a reply to our resolution of the 2nd 
May last, we do not seek to prolong an aimless controversy, as we could not within any 
reasonable space correct the errors contained in the letter referred to. in justice to our- 
selves, however, we must observe that although we shall at all times be most happy (as we 
always have been) to afford the Commissioners or their secretary every information on the 
subject of the affairs of our district, yet we decline to receive as official the letter of any 
Commissioner writing in his individual capacity — (carried unanimously). 

(signed) Robert Rodger , j.p., 

12 Sept. 1867. Chairman. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon, dated 25th September 1867. 

Acknowledge receipt, and say that the Commissioners are glad to hear that the Board 
will in future he happy to afford them any information which they require in the affairs of 
the district. 

R. J. L. 



Letter from Clerk of the Limerick Board of Conservators. 

Inland Fisheries, Limerick District, 
11, Glentworth-street, Limerick, 

Sir, 16 October 1867. 

I Beg to acknowledge the receipt of the Commissioners’ letter of the 25th ultimo, which 
shall be submitted to ine Conservators at their next meeting. 

Referring to the resolution of the 12th ultimo, to which that letter was a reply, I beg to 
enclose a communication signed by Mr. Lane, and addressed to the Board, and I shall feel 
obliged by your informing me whether the Conservators are to treat it as an official 
communication, as it is stated therein that they acted illegally in not recognising as such 
a previous letter of the same character. 

You will oblige me by returning the enclosed at your earliest convenience. I beg to 
add that the delay which has occurred in acknowledging the Commissioners’ letter was 
caused by my absence from home. 

I am, &c. 

T. F. Brady, Esq., Secretary. (signed) J. B. Alton. 



Mr. Lane’s Letter to the Limerick Board. 

Gentlemen, 4, Dawson-street, 25 September 1867. 

In reply to’ the resolution of the Board of the 12th day of September, sent to our 
secretary, I must remind you that my letter referred to in it did not even ‘‘ profess to be 
a reply to your resolution of the 2nd' May last.” It was founded on written or printed 
statements. It was, as stated, written by me as the Commissioner who, at the time le- 
ferred to in that resolution, was, with the consent of my then (but since retired) colleagues, 
conducting the business and was alone acquainted with it. 
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See pp. 4 to 6, and 
File pp. 11-16. 
File D, p. IT. 



In declining “ to receive as official ” that letter, you acted in disobedience to the Acts 
■which expressly authorises one Commissioner to do almost every act, and necessarily re- 
quires recognition of those acts, while the secretary of the Commission can only act by the 
direction of the Commissioners or one of them. 

I am glad to find that in future the board will afford the Commissioners the information 
the refusal of which in the early part of the year led to so much correspondence. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) R.J. Latte, 

The Conservators of the Limerick District. Chief Commissioner. 



Captain Spratt’s Minute, dated 18th October 1SC7. 

I neither recognise the letter of Mr. Lane as being official, nor his assumption of the 
riaht to sign or send any letter to a hoard of conservators on official matters as Chief Com- 
missioner, neither any letter to a public board on any question of the fisheries that occurred 
during the time of his former colleagues, or his present, without its being entered in the 
letter-book. This is an extraordinary violation of the rules of the Commission, and 
astonishes me. T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 21st October 1867. 

I could scarcely have conceived that even Mr. Alton would have written such a letter 
to any board, or rather member of a board. I know he would not have attempted it to 
either Mr. Eden or to me, and I should like to see how such a letter would be Heated by 
the Board of Works. I have no doubt that the clerk of the Cork Board has learned from 
the answer 1 gave him, when he said that Captain Spratt had taken away the Cork plans, 
what answer he would get if he asked such a question. I should like to know what Capt. 
Spratt would have said if the coast-guard officer, in answer to the letLers written to him by 
Capt. Spratt relative to O’Neil’s case, had written such a letter, and I had suggested such 
an answer as Captain Spratt’s memorandum suggests for Mr, Alton. 

It might be enough to say that the letter referred to was addressed to a body who have 
gone out of office without asking any question about it ; that Mr. Alton is not now their 
representative, and that the new board have nothing to do with it; and that at all events 
until he gets their authority, Mr. Alton has no right to ask any questions ; but for Mr. 
Alton’s purpose, it would probably be too long to wait till a meeting. 

With regard to Captain S.’s memorandum, I pass altogether the ‘‘extraordinary viola- 
tion of rules” which Mr. Alton’s letter gave Captain S. the opportunity of trying to throw 
upon me, by simply saying that Captain Spratt seems to have entirely forgotten all which 
passed before this correspondence commenced, and that I have acted in strict accordance 
with it. Before, however. Captain Spratt charges me with the assumption of power, and 
states that it is not official, because he does not recognise it as such, he ought to inform 
himself of the law ; and if he took that trouble, he will find that it is quite correctly stated 
in my answer to the Limerick Board. The Act of Parliament authorises one Commissioner 
to do, not private but official nets, and every Court and every person is bound to recognise 
his acts as official, without regard to the fact of their being assented to, or recognised by his 
colleagues ; and it was because it is so that I complained of Captain Spratt individually 
writing what I disapproved of, because the Cork Board were bound to recognise, and did 
recognise that' net as official, and by my dissent it was only not official to the extent of my 
uot being responsible for the statement in it, but in any event, any statement in it would be 
justified as being official. If it were not so, the provisions of the Acc of Parliament would 
be simple nonsense, though the precedence of acting separately in reference to business 
going on is more than questionable. The right is given by the Act, and cannot be taken 
away or contracted by Captain Spratt. Before Captain Spratt takes upon himself to give 
Mr. Alton or the public an opinion on a very important legal question so contrary to law, 
and which may hereafter he thought to justify persons in acting contrary to law, upon the 
faith of that opinion, so as to bring themselves within the criminal code, he had better get 
the sanction of the law officers. 

With regard to the correspondence itself, it is to be remembered that it relates to a time 
before Captain Spratt joined the Commission ; that it does not relate to any business now 
going on, that on its commencement it was stated to be not of “ the Commissioners” but 
of one Commissioner, and was written in the first person and signed by himself with res- 
pect to things he alone knew, not committing Captain Spratt or the Commissioners, nor 
stating anything aboutCaptain Spratt ; in all which itdiffers front Captain S.’s late correspond- 
ence, being, as it was, omitted from the letter-book, as many letters of Mr. Eden’s were, 
and I believe Captain Spratt’s entire correspondence about O’Neil’s was, above referred to. 
Iu conclusion, 1 have only to express a hope that Captain Spratt will not allow his present 
personal feelings to induce him to take any step in this matter except one which by sup- 
porting 
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porting the Commissioner, will raise himself, and which, in cooler moments, he will be 
able to approve of. R. J. L. 



I forgot to notice the singularity of Mr. Alton sending an original letter 
20 October 18G7. 



File B. 



Minute of Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson relative to Correspondence. 

T, 3 December 1867. 

Mr. Patterson, upon entering on the duties of the Irish Commission, considering the 
course that seems to have been pursued hitherto in reference to the current correspondence 
and miscellaneous business, and with a view to the future guidance of the secretary of the 
Commission, and to avoid future misunderstanding, proposes the following standing orders 
for adoption as essential to the proper conduct of the business : 

1 . That all correspondence on the part of the Commissioners shall be in the name of the 
secretary or his deputy. 

2 . That the secretary or his deputy on receipt of a letter, if more than one Commissioner 
is not at hand, shall register it and shall immediately acknowledge receipt of it, and say 
that it will be laid before the Commissioners. The Commissioner at hand may then minute 
such answer, and cause the minute to be forwarded to the other Commissioners for 
approval. 

3. That the secretary shall not sign and despatch any answer to a letter until such answer 
shall have been previously submitted to all the Commissioners and minuted by one and the 
minute approved by at least one other Commissioner. 

. . , „ . „ (signed) J. Paterson. 

Approved by Captain Spratt. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon, dated 4th December 1867. 

The arrangements made as to correspondence having been made by me and my former 
colleagues, and no inconvenience having been found in the working of them, I think the 
alteration of them should be considered together, as all rules hitherto have been, and not 
by two only of the Commissioners, both for the most part ignorant either of the present 
rules or the reasons for them. r 

I could not in writing discuss such things ; what I write is either. not read oris misunder- 
stood, and is consequently represented erroneously. 

There was no Commission ever circumstanced as this is; I therefore express no opinion 
upon this memorandum at present, except to complain of its being made without any com- 
munication whatever with me, or giving me any reasons for it. 

4 December 1867. (signed) R. J. Lane. 



Memorandum from Secretary to Clerk in Office. 

Mr. Hornsby, 5 December 1867 . 

Please attend strictly to the minutes on the other side. I send you form of acknow- 
ledgment for all letters received (see No. 2 ), which get printed to-morrow and use in 
future, and on doing so write on letter “ acknowledged.” 

(signed) T. F. Brady, Secretary. 



Form of Letter referred to in Secretary’s Memorandum to Clerk to be Printed. 

Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, 

Sir, 4 Dawson Street, Dublin, day of 68 . 

1 beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the instant, which shall be laid 

before the Commissioners without delay. Tho 

(signed) * ' , Secretary, 

io 



216. 



B 



i. F. Brady. 
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PAPERS RELATING TO 



Mr. Lane’s Minute on Secretary’s Memorandum. 

The memorandum copied is not definitely fixed. I deny entirely Mr. Brady’s autho- 
rity to give any clerk directions limiting my authority. The form sent to be printed is in 
direct violation of this memorandum, and even if such a thing were necessary for some 
occasions X cannot sanction it as it is. It must at least have truth in containing the 
signature of the party in this office who sends the letters. I have already said it is 
impossible to discuss such a question by letter. It never was done before this Commis- 
sion. 

6 December 1867. J - L - 



Mr. Lane’s Minute on proposed Letter of Acknowledgment. 

I consider the memorandum respecting correspondence vvill need discussion, to see 
what may be done to satisfy all. But even supposing that minute to be carried out, this 
circular is in direct violation of it, in matters to which I cannot agree. 

Under any circumstances, I cannot sanction any document going out ot the office, 
leaving it at least to be inferred that I am away from the office of the Commission, and that 

the delay is at least partly attributable to me. 

I never knew such a document issued from any public office, while the Chairman oi the 
Commission, or any Commissioner was sitting in the office. 

The impropriety of anything of the kind is shown by occurrences of this day when, from 
previous correspondence with my colleagues, there was no difficulty in answering two letters 
which otherwise could not be answered till Monday, in one of which at least the delay was 
of consequence. 



File C. 

Memorandum. 

Secretary to Mr. Lane. 

7 February 1868. 

Me. Lane’S attention is requested to close season orders for Galway, Sligo, Waterford, 
and Drogheda districts lately made. , 

Will he please say what he thinks are the seasons for cross fishing under these orders- 
for Appendix, Annual Report. „ 



Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon. 

The orders followed tbe former orders, I believe, and Mr.B. may be guided by them i 
but as it is a matter of construction in which the two other Commissioners must co , 
they may as well arrange it. ^ 

10 February 1868 . 



Letter from Mr. Hardman, Conservator of Drogheda District. 

The Lodge, Mornington, Drogheda, 

Gentlemen, . , ^February 1868 

Some difference of opinion has arisen here as to the. proper day on winch . j e 

should commence. Some parties maintain that it should be February 1st, same ^ 

rods, others say the 12th, and others again March 16 th. Will you kindly info 
is the proper time? I have looked at several Acts of Parliament, and cannot a y 
named. If convenient, I should esteem it a favour to have your reply in time , J 
before the Board of Conservators which will meet on Wednesday next, 19th ins 

I am, &c. _ . 

(signed) E. T. Hardman. 
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Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon. 

Since this came in. Colonel Maguire was with me on this subject, and I think our 
close season order will require alteration as to this, showing the advantage of business 
being done in a hurry. If I take time to look at anything, I am looked on as delaying 
business. 

15 February 1868. . y?. 



Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt’s Minute. 

Inform Mr. Hardman that the open season for cross lines has not been altered by the 
recent orders as to close season, but remains as it was, and that the time for cross line 
fishing begins on 16th March, and ends 28th September. 

J. P. 

17 February 1868, T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 

I did not see this letter before it was sent, and I entirely dissent from the opiuion 
given in it. I think the order is entirely misconceived. 

19 February 1868. R.J. L. 



Offices, 4 Dawson Street, Dublin* 

g; r 18 February 1868. 

In answer to your letter of the 14th instant, I am directed to inform you that the open 
season for cross lines has not been altered by ihe recent order as to close season, but 
remains as it was, and that the time for cross line fishing begins on 16th March, and ends 
28th September. 

I am, &c. 

E. T. Hardman, Esq. (signed) Tlws. F. Brady, Secretary. . 

The Lodge, Mornington, Drogheda. 



Letter from Mi'. Lane to Mr. Burke, Secretary, Board of Conservators, Drogheda 
District. 



The Special Commissioners’ Irish Fisheries Office, 4, Dawson Street, 
Sj r> Dublin, 19 February 1868. 

The letter relative to cross fishing having been sent yesterday from the office without 
being seen by me, I think it right, as legal Commissioner, to say that 1 do not concur m 
the opinion given in it, and that I think you will do well not to allow any of your bailifls 
at present to act on it. 

I am, &c. 

J. W. Burke, Esq. (signed) B. J. Lane. 



Memorandum from Secretary, Board of Conservators, to Water Bailiffs, on Mr.' Lane’s 
Letter. 



' No prosecution to take place until further notice. 

By order, 

Mr. JP. Lancey, H. W. Bailiff. (signed) 



Navan, 20 February 1868. 
J. W, Bourhe, Secretary. 



2lfi. 
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PAPERS RELATING TO 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 

Waterford and Cross Lines Close Season. 



23 March 1 868. 

Owing to the omission of the word “ single ” before “rods” in these orders, I think 
there is now no close season for cross line fishing, and that orders ought to be made. 

R- J. L. 



Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt’s Minute. 

25 March 1868. 

As Mr. Lane is of opinion that, under these bye laws, no close time exists for cross line 
fishing, I think he should draft such orders as will cure the defect, and refer us to the 
sections that will enable proper alterations to be made. 

J. P. 

T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 

26 March 1868. 

This is a question entirely on the construction of the orders made, upon which Mr. P. 
can form his own opinion without reference to any sections of the Acts. Mr. B., however, 
is familiar with the case, and several sections, but those relating to the change, will be 
found iu the “Conservators’ Guide,” p. 112 to 11(5, if it is thought that they have any 
reference to this matter. 

R. J. L. 



Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson’s Minute. 

27 March 1868. 

As Mr. Lane’s minute of yesterday does not lead to any direct assistance in the bye 
law he thinks necessary for the Drogheda district, in reference to the cross line season, 
Mr. P. and Captain Spratt would be glad if Mr. Lane would minute his views, so as to 
show how he would introduce the words “ single rod ” in any such order as his previous 
minute of the 23rd instant refers to, and theu Mr. P. and Captain S. will, no doubt, be 
able to understand his point, and be in a position to come to a conclusion. 

J. P. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 

30 March 1868 . 

Before anything is doue, Mr. P. and Captain S. must decide whether a bye law is to 
be made, or whether they still adhere to the opinion before given by Captain Spratt, as to 
the cross line season ; when it is done, the usual course can be pursued in framing the bye 
law, and the English language does not furnish me with words showing more clearly where 
the word “single ” should be put than those in ray first memorandum. His views are also 
stated, and the sections referred to, and any one who looks at them can come to a 
conclusion respecting it. There is no reason for acting in this case different from all 
others. 

R. J. L. 



Captain Spratt and Mr. P. think an order ought to be made, and wish Mr. Lane to draft 
the same. 

31 March 1868. J- P- 
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Mr. Paterson’s Minute, dated 2 April 1868. 

Close Season for Cross Lines in Drogheda. 

Jews:- ” 10 C '° S,! SeaS ° n f0r C, ' 0SS line 4shin S in Bragheda district is, at present, as 

1. By the Statute, 11 & 12 Viet. c. 92. s. 40 (1848), the close time for rods and lines 

(“• , l ,cl “ d, "S OTOSS . lui “ absolutely from 29 th September to end of February 

inclusive, unless and until altered by the Commissioners. 1 ^eoruary 

2. The Commissioners on 16th Deeember 1856 made an order altering the close season 

fnto ( “' " S Cr ° SS Une) l ° 29th Septen.ber to 11th Februa^ S 

3. In 1863, the 26 & 27 Viet. c. 114, s. 21, directed that every close season (except to 
smgie rod and hoc) should oons.st of 168 days, and. until altered by the Commissioners a 
certam number of days should be added to the end of all existing' close seasons, so as to 
make each extend to 168 days. By virtue of this enactment, the close season for cross 
lines became 29th September to 15th March inclusive. 

4. Such was the close season for cross lines up to the making of the new order as to 
close season by the Commissioners, oil 26th December 1857, by which order they declared 
that all existing close seasons should cease. The Commissioners had, by this time ■ no 
longer the power to deal wifla the single rod and line close season, as that was positively 
fixed by the Statute 26 & 27 Vict. c. 114, s. 23. Bat they still retained the power to site* 
the cross line close season. Lhe question is whether, by this order, they did alter it. 

5. The order of December 1867, purports to repeal the existing close season (includino- 
cross lines), but it omits to specify any other or altered close season for cross lines. What 
was the legal result of that bluuder? 

6. Now, it is clear that the Commissioners have power only to alter the close season and 
that within certain limits, but they have no power to abrogate the close season altogether 
for that would be to repeal an Act of Parliament, and if what they do does not amount to’ 
altering, then it amounts to nothing, and the close time which existed must remain 
unaffected. 



7. Such is the case under this order of December 1867. I think that order is void 
altogether as to cross line fishing, which is a casus omissus, and, therefore, that the close 
season for cross lines, which was in operation before, remains untouched, viz., from 29th 
September to 15th March inclusive. 

8. It also follows, that though the Commissioners cannot alter their order of December 
1867, as to the other modes of fishing, which order must stand good for three years, still 
they may yet make the order which they have hitherto omitted to do as to cross lines, and 
this they ought to do before next close season, for at present the public must be bewildered 
as to the law. Indeed it would be monstrous to allow people who are liable to be convicted 
for offences to spell out, by the above intricate process, what the existing law as to the 
close season for cross lines is. It ought to be made clear and unmistakable. 

9. [ therefore propose, that the Commissioners should now make an order, confined to 
the cross line close season only, for their powers as to the other modes ot' fishing are 
exhausted. The order should be simply declaratory of the season, as it was before the 
order of December 1867, and is now, viz., from 29th September to 15th March 
inclusive. 

, 10* 1 further propose, that the Commissioners should write to the clerk of the Drogheda 
district, stating that, after further consideration, they think their former answer of 18tli 
February last, as to the close season for cross lines, was correct, but for greater clearness 
and to supply the omission in their former order of December 1867, they will make a 
separate order as to fishing with cross lines, which order should be as follows, and is stated 
below. 

For the above reasons I am unable to concur with Mr. Lane in his views, that there is 
uow no cross line fishing close season, or that the order of 26th December 1867 altered it, 
for if it did we could have no power to make a new order altering it again, for three years 
to come, nor do I concur in making a close season for cross lines pnd so early, or in the 
reason why an order as to cross lines should be made now. 

J. P. 

2 April 1868. T. S, 



216. 



B 3 



See copy annexed. 
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Proposed Letters to Mr. Hardman, and also the Clerk of Drogheda Board. 

In reference to Mr. Lane’s letter to you of the 19th, as to close, &c., and to your letter 
of the 14th February last, asking what was the close season now existing in Drogheda 
district for cross line, fishing, 1 am desired to say that the Commissioners have, since their 
meeiincr at Drosheda, given the subject further and full consideration, and they are of 
opinion 5 that their [former] answer [to you] to Mr. Hardman, dated 18th February last, 
was quite correct, namely, that the order of December 1867 left the previous close season 
See p. 16. for cross lines untouched, and that it extends from 29lh September to 15tli March inclu- 

sive; hut inasmuch as the point was not clearly brought out in that order, they will, for 
greater clearness, make a separate order for cross line fishing only, declaring it to be as 
above stated, from 29th September to 15th March inclusive. 



Draft proposed Order as to Cross Lines. 

We the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, in pursuance of the powers and 
authorities in us vested in that behalf, do hereby decide that, in the District No. 17, &c., 
the close time during which it shall not be lawful to kill, destroy, or take salmon or trout 
with cross lines and rods, shall be between the 29th day of September and the 15th day of 
March following, both days inclusive. 



Case was not in any 
way similar. 

See Mr. Lane’s memo- 
randum of 23 March 
1868, p. 12, “ there it 
now no close season 
for cross lines, &c.” 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 3 April 1868. 

Drogheda, &c. Cross Line Fishing. 

It is a great pity that this question »as not as carefully considered when it was first 
under consideration of the Commissioners, for Mr. P.’s remarks show it was worth it. 

I am sorry to say I do not concur with Mr. P., and I think T am fortified in my opinion 
by that of the law officers in the Sligo close season, and while 1 think an order ought to be 
made in either view Mr. Paterson takes, it would be nugatory, for if our order altered the 
close season, we have no power to make any order now ; if it did not, it remained 

The Commissioners have full power lo direct a close season as fixed to cease, and such 
order would amount to an alteration, and certainly would not be void. The effect of it 
would be quite another thing, and if it abrogated the close season all ogether, I agree it 
would be illegal, but that is not the case, the order would put an end to the close season 
See Mr. Lane’s Minute fixed by order of bye laws, but as it could not put an end to the close season altogether, 1 

of 23 March 1868, think the effect would be to alter the close season by throwing it back on the 11 & l- 1 

p.12, “Noclose Viet. c. 92, s. 40, and as the three years section applies only to close seasons fixed by the 
Commissioners, I think they may, without waiting tor the end of the three years, make any 
order fixing the close season, and if I am not right in this, I believe there is not any way ox 
correcting what is properly called a blunder in the order, arising from not excepting rods 
and lines in the first clause, ornotinserting single in the second, and when I put in my first 
memorandum that there is now no close season, &c., I should have put under the order to 
which I was referring, I concur with Mr. P. in his remarks. Nos. 9 and 10, but as t e 
exc eption in ihe original order was intended to apply to single rods and lines only (over 

which we had no jurisdiction), and to leave cross lines in the same category with otner 

engines, I dissent from the time now proposed for cross lines in common, 1 believe, witn 
the conservators, not only of the Drogbeda, but the other districts. In the early and late 
parts of the year they are most destructive. 

As to the form of the order, I settled it most reluciantly, after great persuasion to do so, 
knowing that it would, as it has been altogether set aside, but the time fixed will prevent 
me from signing the orders, in either of the districts, without further communication with 
the conservators, and as Mr. Paterson was not at the inquiries, I would suggest to him t e 
propriety of acting against my opinion in this respect, or by letter, pledging himself to e 
times for cross line season. . 

From the letters I of course dissent, and as, however wrong Mr. P. may think my views, 
I may be right if an opinion is to be given on the former order, &.C., he can scarcely sup- 
pose that I can allow that stated in the letter to be sent out as mine, though as to t e 
order being made, or the times for the close season even, I should not interfere with. 

I expect ihe same course to be taken with me, as 1 have always taken in the omcia 
letters' when the Commissioners differed, either to say so, or to say there arp doubts, an in 
this case it is, 1 think, particularly necessaiy, where there is really no occasion for express- 
ing any opinion ; and, as “Mr. Lane’s letter” is put prominently forward in the letter, no 
one can read it without assigning an object, even though it may not be the right one. 1 
& - (signed) i{. J. Lane. 
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Mr. Patekson’s Minute thfireon, dated 6th April J86S. 

Drogheda Cross Line Close Season. 

I think the letters drafted in the minute of 2nd April 1868, See ante, p. 14. 
to Mr. Hardman and the clerk of the district, should now he (.VJJ. — The marginal not., printed in ilatie 

despatched, and that it is unnecessary to stale that the Commis- are Mr. Lane.) 

sioners differ in opinion, or that they doubt, as this is rather a It was thought necessary to state it to the Lord Lieu- 
patter between the Commissioners themselves. tenant by Mr. P.—R.J. L. 

As to the close time proposed for cross lines, what the two 
Commissioners agree 10 ends a month later* than Mr. Lane * I cannot make out by any calculation that the Wth 
now proposes (though lie assumes the contrary), and it is a March is a month later than the 1st April.— R.J.L. 
proper medium close line between those for nets and single 8 April 18S8. 
rods and the former inquiry did not at all refer to cross lines, 

or show that the conservators desired any change in that f Elmme erm Hnes and nas mre nMrtj, almy* 
respect.f the same , and when this was not , the cross line fishing 

began later. — R. J. L. 

Mr Lane, however, can sufficiently protect himself in this, as He cannot in this, after having publicly in court 
in all other cases where he differs from his colleagues, byre- stated a different opinion.-— R.J.L. 
cording his dissent in a minute. But if he continues, as he 8 April 1868. 
affain proposes, to write letters of an official character in his 
own name J to parties with whom the Commissioners (that is, % Where or when? 
the majority of the Commissioners) are in communication, I tfee pp. 11, 16. 
think that we should at once put it to the Government to say 
whether the Government wishes the business of this Commis- 
sion to be conducted on the views held by Mr. Lane as to the 
rights of individual Commissioners, or on the views of the 
maiority of the Commissioners, as I believe that inextricable 
confusion will shortly result if the rules lately lard down as to 
correspondence are not strictly adhered to. 

(signed) J Paterson. 



I fully approve of the foregoing minute. 

6 April 1868. (signed) T. Spratt. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 13th April 1868. 



Except perhaps in the instance of the Drogheda letter I have not written and there- 
fore cannot * continue to write.” I have no. proposed and therefore cannot agam pro- 
pose,” and I do not. propose to write any letter of an official character M i my own 
name. The Drogheda letter was the result of an emergency caused try Mi. Bmdy s viola 
lion of a rule made at his dictation, without any communication with me, and while b s 
plain violation of his own rule is passed as a matter of course, my doubtful nohu™ ° 
is, entirely at his suggestion most 

1 ew wUc”l Md as to^ the duties of individual Commis- 
sionet^’whXiave no/beeu not only held but invariably 

the Commission, and bv the secretary with the.,' knowledge from the ‘he 

Commission, and in man, ' instarmes against mv — Sir 



J. Pergusson, Mr. Hardy, and successive attorneys and sohmto s general. 

iv.t- -R-arUr l.nd a conference with Marginal Note by.Mr. Brady, Secretary. 



. rergusson, Mr. Hardy, ana successive j 

It is' only a few days since Mr. Brady had a conference with 
Lord Mayo, respecting the official business of rtie 0 ^ I never aid mein thing on this or any other 

and according to the usual couise he has refused to give me Lan , „ ote t „ me to know what 

any information about it. Do tile two Commissioners m Lon lora M „ B we, - m the Bouse, that we were 

H th i"b kth M atI B m d‘ ° 

Commissioners before they listen to anyone. 0 , , given by any one. 

“that it will tend to any Useful purpose ” to discuss further the ; ; . 

abstract question of “views.” therefore mv « views,” with respect even to the 

A Commission is carried on by Acts, an London with such precipitancy, are umm- 
rule for business made at the secret conclav hound hv it) knowing from my three 

portant, especially as (though not cona '?“'a g 01 I, d fas it i E doing) work its°own comlemna- 
years’ experience in the office business that it would (asu is S) [t ha5 bee n 

tiouas if has begun to do, I am the o„l ^y per.cn v thota > — f the busine5S of 'the 
sgtematically violated by every one else. , b d ' ray bac k by Captain Spratt 

office has, contrary to my. request, been., transacted oemiiu , j r 

2l6. B 4 
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,6 PAPERS RELATING TO 



a]ot,e, in the office in consultation under Mr. Brady’s directions with the clerk of the Crown 
solicitor, and a document I wrote for misused under such directions without being even 
shown to me. Do the Commissioners in London suppose that either the Government or 
the public will countenance any such acts, and this is but one of 50 to which when neces- 
sary I shall refer. Perhaps, however, this is better than the regular silent contempt with 
which any suggestion of mine at law, or in tact, is treated. I here is no use in showing me 
a letter, if, as is the case, any alteration I suggest meets with the above fate. 

T could not have a stronger instance than the letters now a second time returned, and the 

entiie detail of this Drogheda business. 

Here is a matter of opinion upon a matter which the Commission has not any jurisdic- 
tion to decide. Even in a decision, verbal or written, the two Commissioners are not 
authorised to state their opinion as that of the Commissioners. However, the third may 
be bound by the opinion of the majority to have the decision as they think fit, he is at full 
liberty to state his own opinion in whatever way they state theirs, but in a matter such as 
the present, there is strictly no such thing as an official opinion, and the letters read by the 
parties addressed will convey to their minds what is a falsehood. 

If this is not intended, the language should certainly he altered. It cannot be so in- 
tended, and if the letters are left as "they are, I cannot consistently with truth permit the 
letters to go forward and participate in misleading the parties. 

As to the time fixed without professing to know the principle by which the close seasons 
have been fixed, but I will not, after ihe evidence given in several places, particularly in 
Waterford, as to cross fishing, sanction without further inquiry opening for the first time 
cross fishing before nets. It has opened after, but never before them. 

In conclusion, 1 have to remark that I am now a month in Dublin which I could pro- 
fitably have employed in doing ihe business of the Commission, and that while the 
English Commissioners have been in England, I have literally been entirely prevented 
from doing any business ; my whole lime, even my office holidays, being taken up in trying 
to answer angry discussions and observations upon, for the most part, imaginative assump- 
tions. I cannot help saying that if the transaction of the public business is to be con- 
sidered, it will require the Commissioners in England to transact their business under the 
influence of very different feelings, or else at once to make a rule that I shall know 
nothing of what is going on, nnd shall take no part in it. This rule would not be any 
alteration substantially in the course pursued. 



Letter to Mr. Hardman, Conservator, Drogheda District, as directed by Minute of 
2nd April 1868. 

4, Dawson-street, Dublin, 

gi rj 3 April 186 

In reVerence to your letter of the 14th February last, asking what was the close season 
now existing in Drogheda district lor cross line fishing, l am desired to say that the Com- 
missioners have since their meeting at Drogheda given the subject further and full conside- 
ration, and that they are of opinion that their former answer to you, dated 18th February 
last, was quite correct, namely, that their order of December l 867 left the previous close 
season for cross lines untouched, and that it extends from 29th September to 15th March 
inclusive; but inasmuch as the point was not clearly brought out in that order, they will 
for greater clearness make a separate order for cross line fishing only, declaring it to be as 
above stated, from 29th September to 15th March inclusive. 

I am, &c. 

E. T. Hardman, Esq., Drogheda. (signed) Thos. F. Brady , Secretary. 



Letter to the Clerk of the Drogheda Board of Conservators, as directed by Minute of 
2nd April 1867. 

4, Dawson-street, Dublin, 

Sir, 3 April 1868. 

In reference to Mr. Lane’s letter to you of the 19th February last, as to the close season 
now existing in Drogheda district for cross line fishing, I am desired to say that the Com- 
missioners have since their meeting at Drogheda given the subject further and full conside- 
ration, and they are of opinion that their answer to Mr. Hardman, dated 18th February 
last, was quite correct, namely, that the order of December 1867 left the previous close 
season for cross lines untouched, and that it extends from 29th September to 15th March 
inclusive, but inasmuch as the point was not clearly brought out in that Order, they will 
for greater clearness make a separate order for cross line fishing only, declaring it to be as 
above stated, from 29th September to 15th March inclusive. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Thos. F. Brady, 

Mr. Bourke, Secretary. 

The Clerk of the Drogheda Board of Conservators, Navan. 
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File D. 



' 4, Dawson-street, Dublin, 

Dear Sir, 10 December 1867. 

Be good enough to attend, pursuant to the enclosed, to give me evidence respecting the 
river Lee, &c. , , , c ,, 

v „ The other Commissioners did. [not know of the 

a r T TrAiic T7_., , . *® ur8 » **• , „ existence of this till the party summoned appeared 

A. G. Lyons, Esq., (signed) R. J. Lane. i n Cork. 

Mallow. r 



(No. 3.) 

Salmon Fisheries, Ireland. 

Yo u are hereby required personally to be and appear before the Special Commissioners 
for Irish Fisheries, acting in execution of M The Salmon Fishery (Ireland) Act, 1863,” and 
the other Acts regulating the Irish fisheries, at the court-house, Cork, on Thursday, the 
12th day of December 1867, at the hour of. 11 o’clock in the forenoon of said day, and to 
attend from day to day until discharged, to testify your knowledge of and concerning such 
matters as may then and there be inquired into by said Commissioners, pursuant to the 
provisions of said Acts, and herein fail not at your peril. 

Given under the common seal of the Commissioners, this 10th day of 
December 1867. 

A. 0. Lyons, Esq. R. J. Lane , Special Commissioner. 



File E. 



Copy of Proposed Letter to Mr. Hugh Lane. 

Buncrana Weir. 

4, Dawson Street, Dublin, 

Sir, 13 March 1868. 

I am directed to inform you that as Mr. Lane has informed his colleagues, Captain 
Spratt and Mr. Paterson, that he has written to you on the subject of this .weir in the The words printed 
nature of a written judgment therein, and as neither Captain Spratt nor Mr. Paterson has in italic were sug- 
fieen Mr. Lane’s letter to you, they will feel much obliged if you will be good enough to S este( i by Mr. Lane, 
favour them with a copy thereof. 

I am, &c. 

Hugh Lane, Esq. (signed) Thos. F. Brady, Secretary. 



Copy of Mr. Commissioner Lane’s Minute thereon. 

I think it was very curious, behind my back, to settle this without applying to me for 
a copy of my letter; I consider this a matter solely between Captain Spratt and me. f^sai^ogj^copy" 
Mr. P. ought to have spoken to me about it before he acted at all, and my reason for jg, “ 

writing to Mr. Lane was that the letter sent to him was not shown to me before it was sent, 
so that I had no opportunity of saying anything about it. This is the inconvenience I find 
from not being able at all to consult with my colleagues. 

13 March 1868. B. J. L. 



Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt’s Minute. 

Instead of writing to Mr. Hugh Lane for a copy of the letter written to him by Mr. K. 
J. Lane, I wish first Mr. Brady to write to Mr. It. J. Lane, at the request of Captain 
Spratt and myself, for copies of any letter or letters he has written to Mr. Hugh Lane as 
to the Buncrana Weir; any letter he has written to Mr. Darley as to the Newport Fish 
Pass ; any letter he lias written to the Cork conservators or their clerk, as to fish passes in 
the river Lee, and all other letters which he has written since November last, behind the 
backs of his colleagues, to any conservator or other person interested officially in the business 
of the Commission, and with whom the Commissioners have been in communication, wherever 
such letters purport to qualify or comment upon th.e official acts of the Commissioh. 

216. C Unless 
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Sec File K.jpp.26, 27. 



See Pile K., pp. 26,27. 



i-a 

Unless such letters immediately upon being written are shown to the secretary, and copies 
filed with the other correspondence, the consequence will be to cause great confusion and 
lay a trap for and stultify the other Commissioners, who may act in ignorance of such 
secret correspondence. 

If Mr. Lane says that official letters are sent away without being shown to him, he should 
be officially requested by the secretary to state in writing what meaning he attaches to the 
words "being shown to him,” so that the secretary may make reasonable arrangements 
consistently with the business being earned on, so as to satisfy this condition. The rule 
already laid down requires any letter approved by two Commissioners to be shown to the 
third Commissioner before being dispatched, if such third Commissioner is at hand, and this 
rule the secretary states has been invariably complied with, so far as he is concerned. Mr. 
Brady will be good enough to write to Mr. Lane in the terms of the first paragraph, the 
latter part being merely the reasons, which also may be shown to Mr. Lane. 

T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon, 23rd March 1868. 

On Minute of Mr. Paterson, and Secretary’s Letter thereon, of the 18th instant. 

This ought to have been the subject of private personal communication between the 
Commissioners, while Mr. P. was here. 

Before replying, I wish to know : — 

1st. Whether Mr. Paterson means to say, that in anything I did, I " laid a trap” 
for the other Commissioners ? 

2nd. What is the meaning of "a person interested officially in the business of the 
Commission ” ? 

3rd. What am I to understand by the “ official acts of the Commission ” ? 

4th. Upon what authority has Mr. P. impliedly asserted, that either to Mr. Hugh 
Lane, Mr. Darley, the Cork Conservators, their clerk, any Conservator or other person, 
Mr. Lane has written any letter "purporting to ” qualify or comment upon, the official 
‘‘acts of the Commission ” ? 

5th. What is the meaning of " a letter purporting to qualify the act of the Com- 
mission ” 1 

It is right to say, that the hasty description I gave in Drogheda of a letter I wrote to 
Mr. Hugh Lane is scarcely borne out by the letter. 

There is only one meaning for the words “ being shown to me ” which I know of, or 
could attach to them, and that is obvious to anyone. 

Both minute and letter have been written upon a series of surmises, a proceeding which 
I consider is neither official nor justifiable. 

(signed - ) R. J. Lane. 



Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt’s Minutes, dated 25th March 1868. 

Proposed Letters to be written by the Secretary. 

To Mr. Hugh Lane. 

I am desired by the Commissioners to ask you to favour me with a copy of a letter written 
to you by Mr. R. J. Lane, as to his opinion on the Buncrana Weir ease, as I find I have no 
copy thereof. 

To Mr. Darley. 

Ditto, as to Fish Pass on the Newport Weir. 

To Mr. Carleton. 

I am desired by the Commissioners to ask you to favour me with a copy of any letters, 
written since the Commissioners last visited Cork, by Mr. R. J. Lane, relative to the fish 
passes on the Cork waterworks and Ballincollig weirs, as I find I have no copy thereof. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 26th March 1868. 

I protest against the Secretary writing such letters “ by desire of the Commissioners,” 
when I disapprove of them, they will mislead ; and let the truth be told. 

2ndly. I object 
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2 ndly. I object to anyone being asked by the Commissioners for copies of any letters 
written by me, except official, and without asking me if I wrote as such. 

3rdly. I object to any letter being written to anyone until I have been furnished with the 
information I asked to enable me to answer the request of Mr. P. and Captain S. ; and I 
remark that my minute has not been returned according to the usual rule. 



Mr. Paterson’s and Captain Spratt’s Minute, dated 27th March 1868. 

We think it will serve no useful purpose to answer the queries referred to. Mr. Lane 
has already stated to the Commissioners that he wrote a letter of the description referred to, 
to Mr. Hugh Lane ; also that he wrote to Mr. Darley, and also that he would write to the 
Cork Conservators, and we find that he had secretly written such a letter in the Drogheda 
case, the sudden disclosure of which stultified the other Commissioners in the eyes of the 
Conservators at Drogheda, as well as of the public. We think, therefore, that the general 
requisition, added to the three particular instances in our minute, is fully justified ; and we 
consider it essential to the proper conduct of the public business that we should be provided 
with copies of all such letters as have been requested. We lake the step of applying to 
third parties with regret, but, as we consider that Mr. Lane refuses to supply the copies, we 
have no alternative. If, therefore, Mr. Lane does not supply the copies, as asked, after 
seeing this minute, we wish the three parties named to be written to in the terms minuted. 

J.P. 

27 March 1868. T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 31st March 1868. 



As Mr. Lane’s colleagues have refused to explain the meaning, when he required it, of 
their extensive and involved request, lie is obliged to answer it according to what he takes 
to be the meaning of it, wishing, as he does, to prevent his colleagues pursuing a course so 
unprecedented and unjustifiable, and 

1st. He did not state that the letter he wrote to Mr. Hugh Lane about the Buncrana SeeMv. Lane’s Minute 
Weir was “ of the description referred to,” nor did he write any “ such letter.” of 5th May, p. 29. 

2nd. He did not state that he wrote, nor did he write to Mr. Darley any letter “ of Sec Mr. Lane’s Minute 
the description referred to.” of 5tl * May > P* 29 - 



3rd. He did not state that he wrote any letter to the Cork Conservators of “the See Mr. Lane’s Minute 
description referred to,” and he did not write the letter to them which he said he would, of 5th May > p ' 29 ‘ 
as he did not wish to give any pretext for any unpleasantry, and this demand is made ™ inuta ' 

upon a groundless assumption by Captain S. and Mr. P. 



of 5th May, p. 29. 



4th. Mr. Lane wrote no such letter as he has been requested to produce copies oij see his Minute of 5th 
and he cannot therefore give copies of them. May > P- 29< 

Mr. Lane’s letters to Mr. Hugh Lane and Mr. Darley were private and not official, as Sec, p. 17, proposed 
they were aware, and though what purported to be a letter of the Commission sent without Lane^as marked in 
Mr. Lane’s knowledge to Mr. Hugh Lane, would have justified Mr. Lane in doing more, he italic. 
requested Mr. Hugh Lane (even before action was taken by Captain S. and Mr. P.), to be 
. guided entirely by the letter sent from the office, a letter sent with Mr. P.’s sanction; while 
Mr. P. in open court declared substantially that this evidence, which Captain S. requires, is 
in part unnecessary, and for this Mr. Hugh Lane’s client has already incurred an expense 
of 5 Z. or 6 Z. 

Mr. Lane would not care who saw the letter he wrote, and which relates only to himself, No copy has yet been 
and copies of which .he would have readily shown but for the insulting threats made to him |i°^’ U p r ^ 28 th QCa 
in Drogheda, and the. influencing motives for hostility to Mr. Lane, as stated by Captain S. April 18 G 8 ; but see 
and the Secretary of the Commission ; but he refuses to recognise the right of his colleagues reference to it, p. 29, 
to surmise the contents of letters and use that surmise as a ground for insisting on their pro- 
duction. Such a course would justify his colleagues in asking for Mr. Lane’s correspondence 
with his nearest relative ; anti Mr. Lane having staled that the letters were not of “ the 
description referred to,” Mr. Lane denies the right of the two Commissioners in London to 
call ihemselves “the Commissioners,” or as such officially to ask anyone for these letters. 

If Captain S. and Mr. P. are afraid to show to those to whom they are writing the real 

character of their letters, Mr. Lane will take care, not “secretly” but openly, to prevent the 

parties written to from being deceived by the language of the letters; and bethinks it will 

he much move advisable to permit the business of the Commission to be carried on quietly 

than to have it stopped, as it has been, as far as Mr. Lane is concerned, for the last week, by It was not 

Offensive minutes. „ . _ , ,, A anyone in the office 

, The statement that the Drogheda letter was “secretly wntten,” is Whable o anyone 

knowing the nature of it, and that there was to be a meeting m Drogheda within three open court> 

weeks^ and the Commissioners were apprised before they were written, of the supposed ^stotomentand 
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See Mr. Lane’s .Minute 
of 5th May, p. 29, 
giving substance of 
this letter. 

Sec statement and 
File C., p. 11. 

The Sligo case was 
not analogous. 



letters to the Cork Conservators, and to Mr. Hugh Lane, and their not having said anythin* 
made Mr. Lane abandon the letter he first proposed to the Cork Conservators, and avoid 
saying anything to Mr. Hugh Lane, or Mr. Darley, to which he considered there could be 
any objection. The letter to the Drogheda clerk Mr. Lane had a copy of, and the other 
Commissioners were not stultified (as they describe it) by Mr. Lane’s letter, by refusing to 
consider, as it now appears, a question which had been for a week before them, and winch 
had been in discussion substantially in the Sligo case, and the “ trap” Mr. Lane laid for 
them was, to express his opinion upon the point, which, like all others during the last five 
months (seven or eight in the last week), both in law and fact they have entirely disregarded 
except when they could not avoid it; never altering a line in a letter, ansyvering him when 
he asked the reason or authority for doing things, and leaving it to Captain S. to write 
minutes on legal matters, which he cannot be expected to understand. 

Mr. Lane has to remark that, though by a special provision in the Act, the opinion of two 
Commissioners at trials is to guide the decision in all other cases, one may act alone, and 
Mr. Lane has more than once been requested by the Government to do so/ Mr. Eden did 
it, and Captain Spratt has done it oftener than anyone, and constantly acted on without my 
knowledge where he was going or what for, but nothing in the Act, either at trials or other- 
wise, prevents any Commissioner from giving his own opinion, either in open court, by 
writing, or in conversation. Such a course has always been pursued hitherto, and until 
Mr. Paterson came into the Commission, it was never found to do any injury, and Mr. Lane 
did not object to it, but acting according to the feeling he has expressed, he did not in the 
Sligo case, when Mr. P. differed from his colleagues, send forward as the opinion of 
“the Commissioners” the opinion of the majority; and no answer was given, whilst Mr. 
Paterson very shortly after, in violation of his own rule, sent to the Castle a letter taking 
the distinction which it is now found convenient to do between “ the Commissioners,” “ two 
Commissioners” and “one Commissioner,” and separating, where he thought it useful, the acts 
of the Commission, and that, too, in such ambiguous language as to lead those who read 
the letter to think, as some did, that the one differing Commissioner was Mr. Lane, as the 
whole course of the Commission has been of late to endeavour to make out that he is blame- 
able for all the mistakes, and many things are done which have at least the appearance of 
being done solely for the purpose of establishing this idea. 

31 March 1866. < si « ned ) R ~ J Zane - 



The only directions I shall not attempt any longer to carry on these proceedings, nor shall I answer any more 
given were those of angry Minutes; I cannot give my time to it, and the Commissioners in London have taken 

3rd December 18C7, upon themselves to direct the clerk in the office not to write any letters, or do anything for 

” p ' ' me, but as to myself, I do not intend longer to be guided by a rule which has, as I antici- 

pated, worked most inconveniently, and is violated by everyone who assisted in making it. 

(signed) R. J. L. 

(Por continuation of Minutes on this subject, see File L. p. 27.) 



File F. 



Receipt acknow- 
ledged, and that it 
would belaid before 
the Commissioners 
•without delay. 

23rd March 1868. 



Elphin Drainage District, County Roscommon. 

Sir, Strokestown, 21 March 1868. 

In pursuance of a resolution passed at a recent meeting of the Drainage Board, I have the 
honour to request the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries will send a competent per- 
son to inspect the several weirs and fisheries situate on the Qwenmore river and its tribu- 
taries in this district, as the “ Board” is of opinion that they are illegal, in consequence of 
not having in them the gaps required by law. 

I am, See., 

T. F. Brady, Esq., (signed) Thomas Roberts , 

Secretary, See. Secretary. 



Letter from Mr. Lane in reply to above Letter, same Date as official Acknowledgment 
of Receipt. 

The Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, 
Office, 4 Dawson-street, Dublin. 

Sir, Monday, 23 March 1868. 

In reference to yours of the 21st instant, have the goodness to let me know where the 
weirs are situated of which you complain, and whether, if I go down on Thursday, you, or 
anyone acquainted with them can meet me, to show me the weirs. What is the nearest 
railway station to them ? 

(signed) R. J. Lane , 

Thomas Roberts, Esq., ’ Special Commissioner. 

Strokestown. 
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Minute of Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt. 

24 March 1868. 

The Commissioners would have had no objection that Mr. Lane should go and inspect 
these weirs as proposed, if, instead of writing an un-official letter in his own name, he had 
drafted an answer, in the name of the Commissioners, stating what he proposed, and send- 
ing it on for the approval of another Commissioner, in the usual way. This would have 
been entirely regular, and would have accomplished the same end by the loss of only one 
post, whereas, by the mode adopted, Mr. Roberts must have received by the same post the 
Commissioners’ official acknowledgment of the letter and Mr. Lane’s private letter ; and 
these being inconsistent must inevitably tend to weaken, in the eyes of third parties, the 
Commissioners’ reputation for the conduct of public business. The Commissioners hope 
therefore that Mr. Lane will in future keep the above rule in view in making such an 
appointment. 

At the same time the Commissioners assent to Mr. Lane going to inspect, though of 
course they cannot be bound by an official act or opinion to be done or given as to the 
within subject, without their knowledge. . The Commissioners observe some previous cor- 
respondence on the subject of these weirs, in February 1867, which may probably cause 
some embarrassment. 

(signed) J. P. 

T. S. 



Minute of Mr. Lane. 



30 March 1868. 

I decline to recognise Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt as the “ Commissioners.” 
They are not. I also decline to ask liberty from them ; nor do I want their consent to go 
anywhere I please, and giving any opinion I form. It was always done by every member 
of the Commission, and most of all by Captain Spratt, with commendation for doing so, 
and I shall go and visit these weirs independent of the “ assent” volunteered of "the Com- 
missioners.” As Mr. Lane’s opinions on law and fact are, except where it is impossible to 
do so, disregarded by “ the Commissioners,” it was quite unnecessary for them to intimate 
to him that they cannot be bound by any act or opinion of his. He has no reason to fear 
the correctness of the opinions he gives, as he considers them beforehand. 

As the correspondence was in England, Mr. Lane could not, of course, refer to it; but, 
for many reasons, it does not create the least embarrassment with reference to looking at 
the weirs and considering whether in structure they are illegal. 

Mr. Lane has further to add that, since the Commission was appointed, he has never 
done any official act without full consultation with his colleagues, as they ought to be 
aware from Lord Lifford’s case, in which, if he was so inclined to act alone, he could have 
done so six months ago. 

(signed) P. J. L. 



See his letter to Drog- 
heda Conservators, 
dated 19th February. 
File C, p. 11. 



Elphin Drainage District. 

Sirs, Strokestown, 30 March 1868. 

In reference to my letter of the 24th instant, to R. J. Lane, Esq., I beg to inform you 
that the water in the Owenmore river is now sufficiently low to admit of an inspection of 
the weirs, & c., and I shall, if possible, d.v., attend (and if I cannot, I shall have a competent 
person in waiting) to meet Mr. Lane on the day he comes down, if I am made aware of it, 
and, as there may not be a post-car at Druuisea Station, I shall have one on the arrival of 
the train. 

Yours, &c. 

The Special Commissioners (signed) Thomas Roberts. 

Irish Fisheries. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 



31 March 1868. 

Write and acknowledge receipt, and to thank him for the information, saying I will 
take the earliest opportunity to let him know when I fix a day to go down. 



Copy of Mr. Lane’s Letter to Mr. Roberts . 

Sir, 31 March 1868. 

1 beg leave to acknowledge receipt of yours of yesterday, and to say that I shall take 
the earliest opportunity of going down to look at the weirs, and will give you timely notice 
of the day I fix. 

(signed) R. J. Lane. 



2 ) 6 . 



c 3 
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File G. 



Sessional Crown Solicitor, Kilkenny, to the Special Commissioners, Irish Fisheries. 

Gentlemen, ... 2 *^P r ^ 1868 « 

By a late rule of the Attorney General’s, all Sessional Crown solicitors are ordered to 
support the decision of magistrates when appeals are lodged to quarter sessions. 

As scarce a session passes without an appeal upon a conviction for breach of the fishery 
laws, if you can from time to time furnish me with any documents or decisions that may 
assist me in this branch of my duty, I shall feel obliged, and you will aid me in carrying 
out the views, so far, of the Attorney General. 

There is a case that I learn you have caused to be printed, Murphy and others v. Ryan ; 
if you let me have it I will thank you, as a case I expect will come on before the 
magistrates here which must he governed by that decision. 

(signed) B. Scott, 

Sessional Crown Solicitor. 

Receipt acknowledged by Secretary, and that it would be laid before the Commissioners 
without delay. 

3 April 1868. 



Minute by Mr. Lane of same Date. 

Write to say I send him the case, and that I shall feel obliged if he will let me know 
when the cases he refers to are likely to come on, and whether there are any appeals to the 
chairman on magistrates’ decisions. 

(See Copy annexed.) 

Copy of Mr. Lane's Letter. 

gj r 3 April 1868. 

Youks of yesterday has been forwarded to my colleagues in London. In the meantime 
I send you the report, Murphy v. Ryan, and shall feel obliged if you will let me know when 
the case you refer to is likely to be before the magistrates, and whether there are any appeals 
from the magistrates to the chairman this session. 

B. Scott, Esq. (signed) R. J. Lane. 

&c. &c. Sec. 



Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt’s Minute. 

6 April 1868. 

The request of Mr. Scott was reasonable, and would, of course, be granted by the Com- 
missioners, but Mr. Lane’s individual reply is in direct violation of the rules of the Commis- 
sion, and should not have been written. ^ ^ 

T. S. 



File H. 



Viscountess Palmerston’s Mullaghmore Net. 



Pirst read by Mr. 
Lane, and sent on, 
■without comment, to 
the other Commis- 
sioners. 



2 Merrion-square South, Dublin, 

Sir, 24 March 1868. 

We are desired to ask you if the Commissioners would execute a memorial to register m 
the Deed’s Office the certificate for this net given by the Commissioners, in order to have i 
on record. The certificate is so small, and on paper, it might be easily lost. 

We are, See. 

Thos. F. Brady, Esq., Secretary, (signed) Sami, and Ed. Reeves 6c Son. 

4 Dawson-street. 



Captain Spratt’s Minute. „ , 

r 26 March 1868. 

The certificate is now a record of the county, being lodged with the clerk of the 
and as such is always available ; if Mr. Reeves will pay for a parchment certificate ^ 
of the one in their hands, and the other Commissioners see no objection, I have none 
being done. 
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Mr. Paterson’s Minute. 



26 March 1868. 

As this request relates to a matter of practice of the courts and register offices in Dublin 
I should like to have Mr. Lane’s opinion thereon as to whether there is any objection to our 
executing a certificate in duplicate, or otherwise. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute. 



28 March 1868. 

The request appears to me perfectly absurd, and I shall not execute any memorial. 



The draft answer being thus devolved upon his colleagues, they directed the Secretary to 
write, as follows : 



Copy of Secretary’s Letter to Messrs. Reeves. 



Gentlemen, 31 March 1868. 

In answer to your letter of 24th instant, I am directed to say that the certificate of the 
Commissioners is, by 26 & 27 Viet. c. 114, ss. 6 and 33, made conclusive evidence of Mr. lane’s Memo- 
title, and that the difficulty arising from its being so small may be obviated by getting it ran4 ““ l t5lereon '• 
mounted on a larger and more durable material, according to your wishes in that respect; ‘‘Wrote myself, also, 
the Commissioners, therefore, think that any further document from them would be .J. . 

unnecessary, especially as a copy of their certificate is also deposited with the clerk of 
the peace. 



Copy of Mr. Lane’s Letter to Messrs. Reeves. 

Gentlemen, 3L March 1868. 

In addition to the official answer sent herewith to yours of the 24th instant, I beg leave 
to say that there is no provision made in the Fishery Acts for the registry of a certificate, 
nor is there any provision for it in the Registry Acts. I do not think that a memorial of a 
certificate could be prepared so as to meet the requirements of the Registry Acts, and from 
my (as you are aware) very intimate knowledge of that office, I do not believe that the 
registrar would allow such a document as you propose to be registered. 

(signed) R. J. Lane. 



See Mr. Lane’s reply, 
28 tli March, to request 
for his opinion. None 
of tliis information 
given by him. 



File I. 

(7770 

Letter from J. S. Dwyer on 31st March, stating he has forwarded a letter to the Lord 
Lieutenant suggesting certain things to be done, received by Mr. Lane, and sent to the 
other Commissioners without note or comment. 

Official reply written 8th April, “ That if the Commissioners are referred to by his Ex- 
cellency they will be prepared to consider the resolutions, but as they were not stated, the 
Commissioners were not in a position to give an opinion at present.” 

This letter was prepared for dispatch, and sent on to be seen by Mr. Lane, who on same 
day had, in the absence and without the knowledge of the other two Commissioners, received 
from Sir T. Larcom the resolutions referred to by Mr. Dwyer, and the want of which had 
rendered the above sentence necessary in the proposed official reply. Mr. Lane thereupon 
sent hack the above proposed reply to the other Commissioners with the following memo- 
randum : — 

“This letter if now sent out would be a falsehood, so I cannot allow it to go.” 

8th April 1867. . R- J. L . 



(78..) 

Letter received from C. Douglas, relative to the Bush Fishing Weir and the Queen’s 
Rap therein. 

. Received by Mr. Lane, and forwarded without note or comment to the other Commis- 
sioners, who returned it to him with a request for his views on the subject. 

2i6. C 4 Mr. Lane 
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Mr. Lane replied : — 

“ x stated ray views respecting the gap before the letter to Mr. Douglas 
and have nothing to add. ^ 

Whereupon the following minute was made by Captain Spratt:— 



was written, 
R. J. L .” 



“ I have no recollection of Mr. Lane having stated his views upon the gap, and as 
Mr. Lane declines to put them in writing as a minute, in reply to this letter from Mr. 
Douglas, and believing the gap has been made in accordance with the. plan approved 
by the Commissioners, I suggest that Mr. Grey be sent to survey the weir, that the 
Commissioners may be in a position to give a certificate of the present condition of the 
weir ; if it is found to' meet the requirements of the Acts, and the condition of the cribs 
are also found satisfactory, Mr. Grey could avail himself of the opportunity to survey 
other weirs in the neighbourhood which the Commissioners have no plan of certifying 
the gap to be in. accordance with their order.” 



This minute, approved by Mr. Paterson, was sent with the necessary written instructions 
for Mr. Grey to be seen by Mr. Lane, who returned the papei’s with the following 
minute : — 



The minute to which Mr. Lane now re- 
fers was made by him on 714, and was first 
seen by the Commissioners and the Secre- 
tary on the 18th April, after Captain Spratt’s 
minute was written. It is dated 25 March, 
and is as follows : — 

“Mi’. B. having told me that the gap 
there is a very good pne, in fact, I be- 
lieve, better than that we fixed, I think it 
would be better to let it remain.” 

This was after, not before, the proposed 
letter to Mr. Douglas was written. 



“When Captain Spratt has no recollection, as is not unfrequent, of what was 
done, it would be better if he did not venture to put in writing statements respecting 
Mr. Lane quite contrary to fact, as the statement marked in red ink 
in this memorandum is \see Mr. Lane's memorandum of 25th ultimo 
on 714). Captain Spratt appears also to have forgotten that when this 
weir was tried it was proved that the gap was not in accordance with 
the plan of the Commissioners, and it is quite useless to send Mr. Grey 
to make that inquiry ; the entire question was investigated before us, 
and we are the proper persons to decide on it, and I cannot agree to 
delegating my powers and duties to Mr. Grey in this or any other case. 
Mr. Grey is not the person to decide upon the * requirements of the 



Acts,' and we have no certificate to give under any circumstances ; 

3 to Mr. Grey, I entirely disapprove of it.” 



though the letter goes t 



17th April, 1867. 



R. J. L. 



( 79 1 -) 

Letter from Sir Thomas Larcom enclosing a letter from J. S. Dwyer to his Excellency, 
suggesting that copies of the decision of the Court of Common Pleas re Murphy v. Ryan, 
should be sent to all petty sessions for magistrates’ guidance, with law adviser’s opinion 
thereon, and asking Commissioners’ observations. 

Received by Mr. Lane on 8th April, and forwarded without note or comment to the other 
Commissioners, who replied “that they concurred with the law adviser as to the utility of 
doing as he recommended.” 



Mr. Lane’s Minute thereon. 

u This does not appear to me to answer the question asked at all.” 
16th April, 1868. 



Letter received from Sir Thomas Larcom, on subject of Shannon Fish Passes, 
on 1st April. 

The clerk having omitted to acknowledge its receipt on same day, as directed in all cases, 
the secretary acknowledged receipt in following terms, on its first reaching his hands : ■ 

“ Sir, “ Shannon Passes, 3 April 1868. 

“ I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st ultimo, which 
shall be laid before the Commissioners without delay. 

“ I am, &c. 

« Sir Thos. A. Larcom, “ (signed) T. F. Brady fj> 

“&c. &c.” “ Secretary. 

This letter was returned by Mr. Lane to the other Commissioners, with the following 
memorandum : — 

“ I object to a letter which was received here on the 1st being acknowledged as of 
this day, when, in fact, it ought to have been answered, as it did not require a nimu 
consideration. Not acknowledging it then is a violation without reason of even ti 
rule laid down on the subject, one not thought of in any other, office.” 
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(780.) 

Letter from SirThomas Larcom.in reference to Shannon fish passes, and askinnwhether 
they could be so constructed that, in case of any alteration of the weirs, they could be 
rendered available for use in other positions. 

Received by Mr. Lane, and forwarded to the other Commissioners without note or 
Comment- 

Official Reply sent: “That, in the absence of plans showing the details, the Com- 

missioners were imt in a position to give a satisfactory answer; but they thought they 
could be so constructed that, in the event of the weirs being afterwards altered, the fish 
passes would not thereby be rendered inefficient, 8tc.” 

This letter was dispatched after being seen by Mr. Lane, who returned the papers to the 
other Commissioners, with the following memorandum: — 

“ I see no difficulty in answering the question asked without any further information ; 
but as Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson want further information, the letter can go on. 
The greater part of the letter is answered on the assumption of the reverse of what is 
plainly stated in the letter. 

" 9 April 18(58.” “ L ” 



(797.) 

A further letter from Sir T. Larcom on same subject, asking “what description of fish 
passes would be suitable to the works in their present state, and remain, so in the event of 
any alteration in the works.” 

Received by Mr. Lane, and forwarded to the other Commissioners, with the Mowin°- 
memorandum thereon : — 



“This arises out of the want of information which ought to have been given in the 
former letter. Our letters appear as if we tried to avoid answering the questions. 

“It would be very desirable that minutes were made with ink instead of pencil, 
which is, for the mo3t part, unintelligible.” 

Official Reply thereinafter written to Sir T. Larcom: — “That as the majority of the 
present Commissioners had no personal knowledge of the fish passes proposed, the previous 
correspondence having occurred in the time of their predecessors, they had directed their 
engineer to examine and report as to the best description of passes applicable, &c.” 

This proposed reply was returned to the other Commissioners by Mr. Lane, with the 
following memorandum : — 



“ All the correspondence is in London, and tracings of the passes ought to be with 
it; and what was proposed can be known from this. I think those ought to be looked 
at before this answer is sent, and, if they can be conveniently spared, I should like to 
see them. 

“ R. J. L 



This -was not tho case. 



(795.) 

Letter received from coast-guard officer at Letterkenny, asking for information as to 
extent of several fisheries in Lackagh River. Received by Mr. Lane, and forwarded to 
the other Commissioners without note or comment. 

Replied to officially, on minute by the two Commissioners, and reply sent to Mr. Lane, 
who forwarded it, and returned letter of coast-guard, with the following memorandum: — 

“This relates to sea fishing, and does not appear to be for us at all.” 



Proposed Bye-law to Prohibit Fishing at Wellington -bridge, River Lee. 

On the 10th February last, the Cork Conservators pressed the Commissioners “to pass 
a bye-law for this purpose, at all events until the fish passes were built.” Mr. Lane stated, 
that an inquiry had been held on this subject, and the bye-law wag stopped, as the Com- 
missioners thought the fish passes would be made, but he was quite ready to pass it with- 
out further inquiry, if it was likely to be of use this year; but with the delay in the Privy 
Council, he feared it would not. It ought not, he said, continue after the pass is open, but 
if it is passed, it ought to be done at once. The other Commissioners agreed with Mr. Lane, 
and informed the Conservators that as there was a speedy prospect of the fish pass being 
completed, they ihought it was inexpedient at present to entertain the subject. 

On the 7th March, the Conservators pressed the matter again on the Commissioners, 
stating that they did not see why the question should interfere with the making of the bye- 
law, which they considered necessary as well as the pass. 
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The Commissioners replied to this, that with their best exertions the bye-law could 
scarcely be passed so as to operate this year, and as the completion of the fish pass would 
prevent the fish from being impounded in the hole referred to, they hoped that the pass 
would prevent the necessity for any bye-law. 

On the 4th April, a further resolution was passed by the Cork Conservators, stating that 
even if the passes were finished, they conceived the bye-law would be most necessary, and 
they again urged on the Commissioners the utility of passing such at once, in accordance 
with the memorial so extensively signed, and handed to the Commissioners in the court- 
house last year. 

To this the majority of the Commissioners agreed, and did reply on Mth April, “That 
they would urge the contractor to complete the passes; and as the Conservators still 
thought the bye-law also expedient, they would hold a further inquiry into the subject, as 
they were not prepared on the previous inquiry to make the bye-law, and had hoped the 
passes would have been a sufficiently satisfactory remedy.” 

This letter was sent to Mr. Lane, who dispatched it to the Conservators, and sent to the 
other Commissioners the following memorandum : — “ I do not think that the last letter sent 
could have been looked at when this was written.” 

The Commissioners, by their letter of the 31th April, having undertaken to hold a further 
inquiry into the matter, directed on the 4th inst. (May 1868) a memorial to be sent to 
Mr. Lane, requesting he would be good enough to say what day during this month he 
would sit in Cork to hold this inquiry, and to which he replied as follows: — “There was 
an inquiry held before, and the evidence showed the necessity for it, at all events, till the 
pass was made, and I am quite ready to pass the bye-law without further inquiry, though 
I think it useless to do so at present.” 

An official letter goes to the Conservators, stating the necessity for a further inquiry, and 
that it would be held, and when it is proposed to fix a day for it, no definite reply is re- 
ceived from Mr. Lane, and the resolution of the Conservators, considering the bye-law to 
be most necessary even if the passes were completed, is not considered by him in his 
memoranda. 



File K. 

The Secretary to Mr. Lane. 

Dear Sir, 18 March 1868. 

As I am most anxious not only to prevent misunderstanding, but also to carry out as far 
as lies in my power the wishes of the Commissioners, I will feel obliged if you will be good 
enough to state in writing what meaning you attach to the words in minute made by you 
lately, “ being shown to you,” so that I may be able to make arrangements consistently 
with the business of the Commission being carried on, so as to satisfy this condition. The 
rule already laid down requires any minute approved by two Commissioners to be shown 
to the thiid, and this rule I have complied with in every way in my power, unless on one 
occasion recently, when the messenger forgot to take up the letters, and of which I was in 
total ignorance till next morning. 

Should you desire to see the minute made for the letter written this day by Captain 
Spratt and Mr. Paterson, I will show it, or send it to you. 

(signed) Thos. F. Brady , 
Secretary. 



Mr. Lane to the Secretary. 

Dear Sir, 21 March 1868. 

As the answer to yours of the 18th inst., on your own behalf, is involved in the answer to 
the minute of Mr. Paterson, on which you wrote me a letter on the same day on behalf of 
Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt, I do not think that there is any occasion for my replying 
to yours, at all events at present. 

I am, &c. 

Thos. F. Brady, Esq. (signed) R. «/. Lane. 



Secretary to Mr. Lane. 

25 March 1868. 

In case of Mr. Lane’s absence in the country, will he be good enough to say how he pro- 
poses that letters written on the minutes of the two other Commissioners should be shown to 
him, or what arrangements he proposes to meet that contingency, or in cases of his not 
being in the office ? 

I will be glad to get Mr. Lane’s views on this for my guidance. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




FISHERIES (IRELAND). 



Mr. Lane to Secretary. 

All the ammeeluenu about letters and business have been made by “ theCommis- 
sioners, against Mr Lane s wish. It ,s, therefore, useless for Mr. Lane to sum S.1 
thmg. Until the attempt to carry on the business of the Commission out of the S °ffice was 
made by a person knowing nothing of (he office business, who had never been in it no 
inconvenience was ever felt, every case being provided for ’ 

Inconvenience, unpleasantly, and a total ignorance on my part of what is done or the 
reasons lor doing ft, has been the result of it, as I expected ; and my time is so taken ” 
with extraordinary memorandums, and the answers t„ them, that I have not time to do even 
the little official business which l am permitted to take part in. 

(signed) B. J. Lane. 



Secretary to Mr. Lane. 

] have already stated to Mr. Lane that I am anxious to meet even his wishes, but I 
must very respectfully say, that the above minute is not any answer to my question as to 
what arrangements I should make to show him letters written on the authority of the other 
two Commissioners, in the case of his absence from office. I am ready to make such 
arrangements as may be consistent with the carrying out of the public business but if Mi- 
Lane still declines to give me any idea of his wishes, 1 must only send out all letters written 
on the proper authority in the cases to which I refer. 

(signed) Thos. F. Brady , 

Secretary. 



M r. Lane to Secretary. 

n/T -o • , 30 March 1868. 

Mr. xjra.dy is quite aware of the course always adopted on the Commission up to No- 
vember last, and Mr. Lane sees no reason to alter it. The arrangement of business was 
always made by the Commissioners when together, when the things could be discussed, and 
not, as now, by two Commissioners, without the least consuliation with Mr. Lane ; and as 
the present arrangement of business was made at Mr. Brady’s instance, Mr. Lane feels 
certain it will not be altered, nor will any suggestion by Mr. Lane he attended to ; but 
Mr. Lane does not consider himself nt all bound any longer to follow a course of business 
so thoroughly inconvenient. 



File L. 



(For previous part of Minutes on this subject, see File E, p. 20.) 

Captain Spbatt’s Minute, dated 27th April 1868. 

By Mr. Lane’s minutes of the 31st March and 13th April, he has virtually refused his 
colleagues the copies of the letters they have a full right to demand, after the previous 
avowal made by Mr. Lane regarding their aim and purport, in respect to the decision of his 
colleagues on questions of public duty. He also refuses to allow their application for the 
copies of these letters to the parties to whom they were to go forward, on pleas that are 
neither satisfactory nor consistent, but, on the contrary, endeavours to evade the request 
with indirect generalities, and an evasive use of the wdrds and expressions of his colleagues 
ln their minutes upon them. 

As Mr. Lane also imports personal accusations or recriminations touching the acts of his 
colleagues, Captain Spratt cannot pass these personalities without requiring- Mr. Lane to 
prove his statements, and courts the fullest inquiry regarding them, more especially in 
reference to the information he gave to the Crown Solicitor, through his chief clerk, Mr. Kelly, 
since it was of great importance to the Crown Solicitor at the moment, in reference to an 
important appeal case then pending, and upon which he was anxious for the fullest infor- 
mation before the intended hearing of it in the Queen’s Bench. 

Moreover, as Mr. Lane has finally prevented the official reply of his two colleagues, as 
the majority of the Commissioners, to be sent to the Drogheda Board of Conservators, in 
explanation of their views and decision on the cross-line season question in that district, 
and shelters his proceeding and direct opposition and action under an assumption that the 
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acts referring to the powers of tlie Commissioners enable him, or any one Commissioner, to 
act independently of his colleagues in all cases, except in trials, Captain Sprntt feels there 
is no other course, as the majority cannot get their decisions put into force through the 
office, under this assumption of individual power by Mr. Lane, but to refer the whole matter 
to the Government, as Mr. Lane has been already informed we should.be obliged to do, for 
the future governance and guidance of the Commission in its official action and corre- 
spondence, °and he suggests that the minutes that have recently passed, in their effort to 
forward this matter, and other important business of the Commission, be also sent, that they 
may fully understand the facts, and the present difficulty of working the Commission with 
Mr. Lane’s mode of action and tone ot minutes. & 

27 April 1868. (signed) T. Spratt. 



Mr. Paterson’s Minute, dated 27th April 1868. 



I also think, for substantially the same reasons as those stated by Captain Spratt, that 
we have no alternative but to refer to Government for an expression of opinion as to whether 
Mr. Lane’s opinions, avowed and acted upon, as to the right and powers of one Commis- 
sioner to deal with third parties, in opposition to the will and decision of the majority of 
the Commissioners, are compatible with the due working of this department. 

I think we should now prepare a statement as to the leading circumstances of our recent 
differences on so vital a question, to be submitted to the Government, our common 



superiors, for our direction. 
27 April 1868. 



(signed) J. P. 



Minute received from Mr. Lane on 29th April, on Captain Spratt and Mr. Paterson's 
Memorandums about Business of 27th April. 

The minutes referred to in these memorandums are in London ; before answering them, I 
wish to see that of 13th April, of which I have not a copy. 

In the meantime, I must disclaim having ever stated the “aim or purport” of the letters 
See substance of let- referred to, or that they had any ami or purport in respect to “ the decision of my colleagues 
ters given by Mr. on questions of public duty and though the word “ evasion,” “ evasive use of words, &c.,” 
Lane, in his Minute may justify commeul, I pass them, wishing really to do nothing to keep up or justify the 

of oth May, p. 29. ill-feeling 'evinced against me. i answered the minute of my colleagues to the best of my 

ability, after they had refused to state the meaning of their expressions which I asked, to 
guide me, and prevent any such observations as those now made. 

I also disclaim any “personal accusations or recriminations.” I said. Captain Spratt and 
the other Commissioners had done what I did, without complaint. 

Captain Spratt went to Cork, Yougkal, Waterford, Galway, Newport, Ballina, Drogheda. 
Coleraine, Wexford, &c., &c., and wrote letters to Coast Guards, Admiralty, and other 
parties respecting the business, and I did not object to it, because it was the usual course, 
and I thought that, while he acted as an individual and did not commit me, he had full 
right to do so, even to the extent of doing the legal business. There is nothing “ to prove” 
in all this ; I only say, vyhat one lias a right to do, another has. 

See File C., p. 16 . As to the Drogheda bye-law, I did not “ prevent the reply of my colleagues, as that of 

the majority of the Commissioners to be sent.” That is exactly what I wanted, viz., to 
Mr. Lane does not draw the distinction have the same language used as was used to the Lord Lieutenant respecting 
between stating to the Lord Lioutenant, for the Shannon passes; but I will remove that bone of contention at once by 
ll ‘ e ! c ‘' 0 ' ra Coun^Uny diffcrencoofopinion, ; if that is all, let it go as if. is: 1 am not in the least afraid of my 
winch the other Commissioners think they J „ ° 3 . , , , 3 

oughtin such a case to do, and to the general professional character being injured by it. 

public, which they ought not to do. That being the case, I have written no letter in violation of the rule (made 

See Mr. Lane’s letters to Drogheda Con- by Mr. Paterson and Captain Spratt), and I have stated, Ido not intend 
sorvators: — to do SO. 

Kle C. - - - p. li. I have not done any act, nor have I stated that I am going to do any act, 

” 2 .’ I - - p. 17 * &c. <C dealing with third parties in opposition to the will and decision of the 

” F. - - - pp. 20 , 21. majority of the Commissioners, nor have 1 in any case ‘ acted ’ independently 

» G. - ■ ■ P- 22. of my colleagues quite the reverse ; so that there is no general quertion to 

” H ‘ " * ' p ‘ ^ refer to the Government; any particular tiling l do I shall have no objection 

See Mr. Lane’s letters, as above. to refer to any tribunal. 

See File A. " ” " p* jy I must however require that whatever I am to do or not to do, is made 

” f.’ . . - pp! 20 , 21 . an order by the two Commissioners in London to justify me hereafter for 

» G. - - - P- 22 - violating my duty. So sanctioned, 1 shall do everything in my power to have 

” H- ‘ _ ‘ p ‘ 23 ‘ the public business carried on without unpleasantry, though with the feeling 

avowed respecting me, I almost despair of doing so. 

See File A., p. 8. As to the private letters, I wrote them according to the then course and practice of the 

Commission, without seeing any objection to them. As there is one, I do not intend to 
write any more similar letters, reserving however my right, verbally or in writing, to answer 
according to mv judgment any question asked me individually. It is impossible for me to 
do report or anything while I am harassed by such minutes. 

(signed) B. J Lane. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




FISHERIES (IRELAND). 



29 



Mr. 1 ’ateb.son and Captain Spratt’s Minute, dated 30th April 1868. 



With regard to Mr. Lane’s minute of 29th April 1868, all that requires to be observed 
is that as the sole object in view in resorting to the Government for advice or assistance Mr. Lane’s observi- 
ng to ensure the strict observance by each and all of the Commissioners of the first minute tions, as follows 
of 3rd December 1867, as to correspondence, if Mr. Lane will state explicitly that he will fo^r^ttag^hat 
observe that minute, and send no letters to third parties, or do any act touching the busi- 8a id before. ° 
ness of the Commission, without the assent of another Commissioner, I am satisfied to let “ R.J.L. 

the matter of the proposed reference to Government stand at present. “5 May 1868.” 



With regard to Buncrana weir, however, if Mr. Lane still declines to 
show his colleagues a copy of his letter to Mr. Hugh Lane, the least he can 
do is to state 10 them its purport, so as to let them know how far, and to 
what extent, the pending decision of the Commissioners is affected by what 
he has done by letter or otherwise. 

The request for copy of the letter he sent to Mr. Barley and to the Cork 
Conservators, if any, is waived on the same condition. 

As to the proposed official letters to the Drogheda correspondents, I 
adhere to the drafts as formerly made, and think it unnecessary, imprudent, 
and unprecedented to state in them, or generally to state to third parties, 
anything about doubts or differences of opinion on the part of the Com- 
missioners. 



The purport was the same as what I said 
in Court the other day, and cannot affect 
Captain Spratt’s pending decision. Mr. 
Paterson has no jurisdiction to make any 
decision in the case. 

5 May 1868. J ‘ L " 



It certainly is not unprecedented to state 
that a thing is doubtful, and Mr. Paterson 
has himself done it. 

6 May 1868. J ‘ L ‘ 



30 April 1868. 



(signed) 



J. P. 
T. S. 



Mr. Lane’s Minute, dated 5th May 1868. 



My letter to Mr. Darley was an excuse for my name not being to the plan, saying I had 
approved of it, and giving my reason for delaying it last summer. 

That to the Cork Conservators was an excuse for my having delayed the passes since last 
autumn, as it was diligently circulated through Cork that f was the cause of the delay, 
avowed the delay, ami gave my reasons for it. P 

1 have given, this summary of the purport of these letters to take away all ground of 
excuse for not carrying on the business quietly, but 1 consider the demand for copies of 
private letters not justified officially and an entire violation of the rules existing among 
gentlemen with respect to correspondence. 

5 May 1868. 



(signed) R. J. L. 



Not by the other 
Commissioners, or any- 
one, directly or indi- 
rectly, for them. 



No. 2. — 



Letter from Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland, dated 28 th May 1888. 



The Special Commissioners for Irish fisheries Office, 
c: r 4 Dawson-street, Dublin, 28 May 1868. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 25th instant 
(XSrrSiS we to make any observations on the latter within three 

days It Zs hrmigh acts of the Commission, and particularly my own since 
days, it goes uirougu n nrl about 10 nazes of state- 






^ the compositioQ 
of weeks, if not months. , , . the Commis- 

. If the °v ieC n ’n TthhiUds Excellency will see from the omitted minutes, of 
sioners in London, I » I been attainei without his mter- 

which I send copies, that the object oo , , matter could more be done 

vention at all ; and, if lie was to iraebga ^ the whok ma tot, coud^ ^ ^ ^ 

to accomplish the avowed object o . . : a course to which I cannot 

parties what I proposed m no less an 1 remarked, any minute at all 

understand the' objection. There is not, it is to oe rema , , re9pe cting 
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respecting business, the minute relates only to correspondence ; and while I was 
censured for proposing to go to look at the eel weirs on the Shannon, which re- 
main consequently for the last month not looked at, Captain Spratt is at this 
moment in Cork inspecting passes, and arranging for incurring expense, which, 
however expedient, I believe we have no sanction for, and this without the least 
communication being made to me on the subject. 

I have however said, and I will prove it by the experience of this Commission, 
that it is practically impossible to transact some of the business by correspon- 
dence, and that any rule which does away with personal consultation, and 
transfers the transaction of the business from the office, will not be found to work 
beneficially ; though, if sanctioned, I will implicitly obey. As one instance of the 
inconvenience of it at the present, I may state that a legal matter requiring imme- 
diate attention came ill yesterday ; Mr. Patterson was in London, Captain Spratt 
on the way to Cork, the secretary on leave, I alone in the office and could do 
nothing ; and it is so pressing, as well as our annual report (too long delayed), 
which can only be settled by us when together, that I am going to London 
to-night to consult with Mr. Patterson on the subject l have referred to, and to 
settle the report. 

If his Excellency is pleased to adopt my suggestion there will be no necessity 
for his being troubled with any statement of mine in refutation of the charges 
against me, as I make no such claims as are alleged. 

I make no further observation now, but I am quite ready, if his Excellency 
thinks necessary, to show that I am not the offending party. I am not in the 
least afraid to meet any charge if time is given me. But to prevent angry feel- 
ings I at present make no complaint. 

No one can tell how I have been harassed by the memorandums relative to 
correspondence which I have had to encounter for the last two months, and no 
one will be more glad than I shall be if his Excellency feels himself at liberty to 
put an end to them in the way I have suggested, viz., by getting the London 
Commissioners to submit to him their entire code of rules, signed by them ; and 
I will, under his sanction, sign them at once- 

Hoping he will he able to do this, 

I have, &c. 

Major General Sir Thomas Larc-om, (signed) R. J. Lane. 

B..E, K.C.B. 

P.S — I return the enclosures sent me as his Excellency may wish to refer to 
them, but hope that, under the circumstances, he will form no opinion without 
giving me the opportunity of placing the entire before him. 



Minutes of Cobbespondence, &c. to accompany Letter of 28 May 1868. — R. J. L. 



From R. J. Lane to London Commissioners, 29 April 1868. 

I have not done any act, nor have I stated that I am going to do any act, “ dealing with 
third parties in opposition to the will and decision of the majority of the Commissioners;” 
nor have I in any case “acted independently of my colleagues;” quite the reverse, so that 
there is no general question to refer to the Government. 

I must, however, require, that whatever I am to do or not to do is made an order by the 
two Commissioners in London to justify me hereafter for executing my duty so sanctioned, 
I shall do everything in my power to have the public business carried on without un- 
pleasantry, though, with the feeling avowed respecting me, I almost despair of doing so. 



R. J. Lane to London Commissioners, 30 April 1868. 

I have again to beg, for the interests of all parties, that they will draw a code of rules 
for future conduct of the business which all parties will observe. 
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(The Notes in the margin of this date were not, of course, in the original Memorandum, 

28 May 1868.). 

From London Commissioners to R. J. Lane. 

30 April 1868. 

With regard to Mr. Lane’s minute of 29th April 1868, all that requires to be observed 
is that as tne sole object in view in resorting to the Government fur advice or assist- gabstantiallv d 
ance was to ensure the strict observance by each and all of the Commissioners of the first There is not any 
minute of 3rd December 1867, as to correspondence, if Mr. Lane will state explicitly minute by the Com- 
that he will observe that minute,* and send no letters to third parties, or do any act touch- missioneis about 
ing the business of the Commission, without the assent of another Commissioner, I am business.^ ^ 
satisfied to let the matter of the proposed reference to Government stand at present. 28 May 1868. 

With regard to Buncrana weir, however, if Mr. Lane still declines t.o show his colleagues ^ j aidao. 
a copy of his letter to Mr. Hugh Lane, the least he can do is to state to them its purport,! ’ j % £. 

so as to let them know how hir and to what extent the pending decision of the Commis- 28 August 1868. 
sioners is affected by what he has done by letter or otherwise.^ t Purport stated. 

The request for copy of the letter he sent to Mr. Darley and the Cork Conservators, if R. J. L 

any, is waived on the same condition. 28 August 1868. 

As to the proposed official letters to the Drogheda correspondenis, l In my memorandum of the 29th, to 
adhere to the drafts as formerly made, and think it unnecessary, impru- jSLifto th““tte:’'' ““remove 
dent, and unprecedented to state in them, or generally to state to third this bone of contention at once, by 
partieB anything about doubts or differences of opinion on the part of the saying, if that is all, let it go out as it 
Commissioners . «•” “ waa * ent ° ufc > ^twithstand- 

(signed) J. P. mg this, until May 18. 

30 April 1868. T. S. 28 May 1868. R. J. Lane. 



5 May 1868. 

My letter to Mr. Da, ley was an excuse for my name not being to the t 

plan, saying I had approved of it, and giving my reason for delaying it last memoranduin of the 30th April, Ithink- 
Summer. . ing that all was settled, and, after get- 

That to the Cork Conservators was an excuse for my having delayed ting the extracts, they are only used, I 
the passes since last autumn, as it was diligently circulated through may ^y to give offence ; but I pass 
Cork that I was the cause of the delay, 1 avowed the delay and gave my iJ.,/. L. 

reasons for it. , , , r 

I have given the summary of the purport of these letters to take away all ground oi 
excuse for not carrying on the business quietly, but I consider the demand for copies ot 
private letters nut justified officially, and an entire violation of the rules existing among 
gentlemen with respect to correspondence. 

•5.Mav 1868. (signed) R. J. L. 



London Commissioners to R. J. Lane. Omitted from state- 

, ment altogether. 

8 May 1868. R.J.L. 

On reading Mr. Lane’s last minute (5th May 1868), and comparing it with former 28 May 1868. 
minutes, I think that he has given no assurance of observing the rale about 
dence and other business in the way we understand it, and therefore I think we have no 
alternative but -to forward a statement for the opinion, ol the government. 

On the 9th I wrote for the two former minutes referred to, and, having found them 
here, I wrote. 



R. J. Lane to London Commissioners. 

15 May 1868. . j 

I tjnderstakd mine to be substantially the same as was required from me by the Conr- ? 
missioners- but if the Commissioners understand it differently let a minute be drawn up l 

“is S, fo n oi by p artof what memorandum of 80th April 1868,. this will be . 

necessary, fo/there is not any minnte respecting anything bin correspondence, and I pre- . 
sumeall are to observe the same rule. I can only say that my wish is to carry on the t 
business of the Commission without bickering, and I will do all I can be .asked 
to do to ensure it. In no single instance have I originated any unpleasantry, and if I did, , 
anything in error, I stopped it when I found it was objected to. • , 

That minute came btrek on the 18th May, initialled only, from which I thought that all 
was arranged satisfactorily, and wrote to Mr. Paterson, expressing my gratiflcation at It, 
and my anxious wish to do everything in my power. ^ 

1 2 id. D 4 
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I have no’cony of this letter, but I wrote on Tuesday to Mr. P. for it .and jot an answer 
from him to-tlay, saying he would send me a copy, which I will forward to his Excellency 
when I get it. 

To that letter I received the following reply 

p ear sj r London, 19 May 1868. 

The subject of rules for correspondence and general business was referred by us to the 
. . wMlethei , Government* in terms of our last minute. We must now wait for instructions of an 

memorandum of the authoritative character for our future guidance- 

8th was in my hands Ytta'S, fa. 

for an answer ^ R. J. Lane, Esq., «.o. (signed) J. Paterson. 

28 April 1868. 



This was not the first intimation I received of this being done, and at a lime when I 
thought I had done everything which could be required, I was from the 16th in daily cor- 
respondence with the Commissioners in London. The secretary came here on the l6th, 
and remained until late on the 19th. He saw the memorandum, which was returned on 
the morning of the 18th, and neither from him or the Commissioners did 1 receive the 
smallest intimation that anything more was required, and at present I am quite at a loss 
to know what more I can do. 

& May 1868 R ' J ' Lane ' 



— No. 3. — 



Letter from the Home Office to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

My Lord, Whitehall, 16 June 1868. 

In consequence of the disagreements which continue to exist between the 
Commissioners on the Special Irish Fishery Commission, I am directed by Mr. 
Secretary Hardy to inform your Lordship that it appears to him desirable that a 
private inquiry should be mode into the causes of these disputes, and I am there- 
fore to request that your Lordship will have llie goodness to institute an investi- 
gation into this matter, and report the result for Mr. Hardy’s information. 

° The documents in the case are enclosed for your guidance. 

I have, fee. 

The Earl of Mayo, &c. fee. (signed) James Fergusson. 

Irish Office. 



— No. 4. — 

Letter from the Chief Secretary for Ireland to Messrs. Price and Shaw. 



Gentlemen, Irish Office, 2 July 1868. 

Disputes having arisen among the Special Commissioners for Irish fisheries, 
as to the mode of conducting the business of that department, it has been deemed 
expedient to institute a private inquiry into the matter. 

The Lords Justices and Mr. Secretary Hardy have been pleased to confide 11 , 
investigation to you. I accordingly transmit for your information the enclose 
correspondence between the Commissioners and the Irish Government^ setting 
forth in detail the difficulties which have arisen in the working of the Commis- 
sion ; and I beg to add, for your guidance, some general instructions as to ie 
particular heads of your inquiry. The object of the inquiry is twofold, viz. . 

I. To investigate certain particular disputes and charges. 

II. To secure for the future the efficient conduct and harmonious working of 
the Commission, with a view to the conclusion of its labours with the least P 0Ssl 
delay. Four first duty will be, therefore, to inquire, — 1. Whether the ru 
laid down by the majority of the members of the Commission, dated 3rd f c ^ 
her 1867, were properly binding upon the other member. 2. ^ e ^ er ’ l * r ite 
event of one Commissioner differing from his colleagues, he is at liberty 
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a letter, m his own name, to third parties, expressing- dissent, or to write .a sup- 
plemental letter, in his own name, as was done by Mr. Lane in the Drogheda 
(see C, page 11 ; see H„ page 33 ) and Mullaghmore eases, and alleged to'have 
been done by liim in the Buncrana, Newport, and other cases (see E., p. 17, &c.) 
3 . Whether any one Commissioner is at liberty to hold any inquiry he pleases 
(other than cases of legality of weirs, &c.) without the concurrence and consent 
of his colleagues, and exercise all the powers and authorities of the sole Com- 
mission ; and whether complaints made by Messrs. Spratt and Patterson against 
(see D., p. 17 , <^nd F., p. 20) Mr. Lane’s proceedings in the Lee, Elpbin, and 
other cases are well founded. 4. Whether any, and what, steps should be taken 
to secure cordial co-operation between the Commissioners. 

The second part of the inquiry relates to the future conduct of the Commission, 
and you will please advise the Government upon the following points : — 

!■ The rules to be laid down for, and to be adhered to by, the Commission, as 
to the mode of conducting correspondence, &c., and holding investigations ; and 
also for determining the mutual relations and powers of the Commissioners. 

2. The business remaining to be transacted by the Commissioners previous to 
their discontinuance, the time in which it can be wound up, and the steps to be 
taken for bringing their labours to as early a conclusion as possible. 

3 . Any general suggestion which may occur to you as likely, if adopted, to 
conduce to prompt, efficient, and harmonious action. 

Although I have endeavoured to frame for your convenience and guidance 
your precise instructions, still you are not to consider yourselves thereby pre- 
cluded from entering into any other further matter which may arise in the 
course of the proceedings, and which you may consider germane to the inquiry, 
and requiring investigation. You will please give due notice to each of the 
Commissioners of the time and place of your inquiry, and report the result to 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department. I transmit herewith, for your 
information, copies of letters which have been addressed to the Special Com- 
missioners on the subject of this inquiry. 

I am, &c. 

E. P. Price, Esq., q.c., (signed) Mayo. 

and 

Charles Shaw, Esq., Q.c. 



Letter from the Chief Secretary for Ireland to Messrs. Spratt and Paterson. 



Gentlemen, Irish Office, 2 July 1868 . 

With reference to your letter of the 28 th April last, I am directed by the 
Lords Justices to acquaint you that their Excellencies, with the approval of 
Mr. Secretary Hardy, have been pleased to appoint Messrs. Price, q.c., and 
Shaw, q.c., to conduct a private inquiry into the matter of the disputes which 
have arisen among the Special Commissioners of Irish Fisheries. You will 
receive due notice of the time and place of the inquiry from those gentlemen; 
and their Excellencies request that you will attend and afford them every 
information in your power, and give them ready access to any documents they 
rnay require in the conduct of the investigation. 

I ain, &c. 

(signed) Mayo. 



Messrs. Spratt and Patterson, 

Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries. 



216. 



E 
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— No. 5. — 



Report of Messrs. Shaw and Price to the Home Secretary. 



To the Right Honourable Gathome Hardy, m.p., Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

It/pursuance of the letter of instruction transmitted to us bj^your direction, 
dated the 4th July 1808, we have held an inquiry into the several matters 
thereby referred to ns for investigation, and beg to submit our report and the 
following answers to the several questions submitted for our consideration. 

In answer to the first question, whether the rules laid down by the majority of 
the members of the Commission, dated the 3rd December 1807, were properly 
binding upon the other member ; we state as our opinion that they were. 

These rules were framed in London by Mr. Paterson immediately upon his 
ioinino the Commission, and, having been approved of by Captain Spratt, were 
forwarded to Dublin to Mr. Lane for his approval. Mr. Lane declined to ap- 
prove of the rules, and suggested that the matter should he discussed by the 
Commissioners at their approaching meeting in Dublin, and with reference to the 
then existing rules or minutes of the Commission. The other Commissioners 
declined to accede to Mr. Lane’s proposal, and directed that the rules should be 
at once adopted and enforced ; Mr. Paterson stated that his reason for adopting 
this course was, that he considered that the Commission, upon his joining it, 
became virtually a new Commission, and that he was not hound to adopt the 

rules and practice of the former Commission. 

We are of opinion that, having regard to the position ill which matters then 
stood, the adoption of these rules was a prudent and necessary act; hut, at the 
same time, we think that Mr. Lane’s proposal to discuss them with reference to 
the former rules of the Commission was reasonable, and that, had it been acceded 
to, some of the differences which have arisen oil account of Mr. Lane’s unwil- 
lingness to be bound by these rules might possibly have been avoided. 

In answer to the second question, whether, in the event of one Commissioner 
differing from his colleagues, lie is at liberty to write a letter in his own name to 
third parties expressing dissent, or to write a supplemental letter in his own 
name, we state, as our opinion, that such a course is highly objectionable, and 
should not be adopted. 

In answer to the first part of the third question submitted to us, whether any 
one Commissioner “ is at liberty to hold any inquiry he pleases (other than cases 
of legality of Weirs) without the knowledge and consent of his colleagues, and 
exercise all the powers and authorities of the whole Commission ? ” we beg to 
state, as our opinion, that although the statute confers upon each Commissioner 
certain powers and authorizes one Commissioner to do certain judicial acts, and 
renders such acts valid in law, yet it was not the intention of the Legislature, and 
is incompatible with the harmonious working of the Commission, that any one 
Commissioner should assume the right to exercise such powers, or do such acts 
without previous arrangement with his colleagues, and that no Commissioner is 
at liberty to adopt such a course. , • 

In reference to the latter part of the third question, “ Whether the complaints 
made by Messrs. Spratt and Paterson against Mr. Lane’s proceedings, Lee, 
Elphin, and other cases are well ’founded?” we beg to offer our opinion upo 
each of these complaints separately, and in the order in which it has been pr - 
ferred by the Commissioners in their joint statement. 

The first of these complaints is in the following words : — 



“ That previous to Mr. Paterson’s joining the Commission in December as , 
the official correspondence was mainly carried on by Mr. Lane without any co - 
sultation or reference to Captain Spratt during tile absence of the lat J e1 ' M 
Dublin, and in many instances the replies so given to letters and signed oy . 
Lane in the name of the Commissioners, when afterwards made known to r 
tain Spratt, were disapproved of by him, both on account of their tone an ■ ■ 

As a natural consequence of such letters, angry and undignified correspo 
ensued with several Boards of Conservators throughout Ireland.’ in oui °1 
the charge of carrying on this correspondence without any consultation ™ ’ nce 
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reference to Captain Spratt, has not been sustained, for although it was Moved 
that Mr Lane wrote and forwarded the letters referred to wifhout ha4nS suh- 
jn. ted them to Captain Spratt. yet it appeared that the original minutes of these 
letters were (with few exceptions) forwarded to Captain Spratt on the same day 
upon -winch the letters were posted, were read by him and returned to Dublin 
without any immediate expression of disapproval ; and, upon his examination 
before us, Captain Spratt admitted that, although lie did not approve of this mode 
of carrying on correspondence, and had, on the 20th of August 1866 directed 
the secretary to write to Mr. Lane to request that the mode formerly adopted 
of submitting letters for the approval of the other Commissioners before they 
were forwarded should he again resumed, yet he acquiesced without further re 
monstrance m the continuance of this mode of correspondence until October 

In support of this first charge, several letters of Mr. Lane, written in the years 
1866 and 1867, and which appear in the printed correspondence in the Appendix 
to this Report, were relied on, we are of opinion that the tone of some, but not 
many of these letters, is open to the objection urged by the Commissioners, and 
was calculated to produce angry correspondence with the persons to whom they 
were addressed. 

The next charge or complaint preferred by the Commissioners against Mr. 
Lane in their joint statement is in the words following : — 

“ Mr. Lane, however, has insisted, and still insists, on his right to act inde- 
pendently of his colleagues, and states that he is not bound by the minutes of 
the majority of the Commissioners, having, as he asserts, all the plenary powers 
of the Commission vested in himself. 



In our opinion this charge has been fully sustained by the evidence offered in 
support of it. However, Mr. Lane has assured us that he will not any longer 
insist on this right to act independently of his colleagues, and that he is willing, 
henceforward, to submit to any rules for the conduct of business and corre- 
spondence that the majority of the Commissioners may agree upon. 

The remaining charge or complaint preferred by the Commissioners against 
Mr. Lane in their joint statement, refers to writing letters of an official character 
in his own name without the knowledge of his colleagues. In preferring this 
charge the Commissioners refer “ to the tone of many of Mr. Lane’s minutes, 
and to the want, of assistance given by him in the only real practical 
business involved in this part of their duties, viz., the drafting of the proper 
reply to all letters addressed to the Commissioners.” A good deal of evidence 
was given before us to show that the Commissioners were justified in referring to 
and introducing these subjects into tlieir joint statement; and we feel bound to 
state, as our opinion, that the Commissioners haye reason to complain of the tone 
of many of Mr. Lane’s minutes as wanting in courtesy, and that their complaints 
of want of assistance in drafting the proper replies to letters is well founded, for 
it appeared that from the month of December 1867 to the month of September 
in the present year, during the period that his colleagues were in England and he 
in Dublin, it was Mr. Lane’s habit, on receipt of letters in the Dublin office, 
merely to mark upon them the date of their reception, and then to forward them 
to his colleagues to be answered, and that out of 193 letters received during 
such periods, the answers to 185 were suggested and drafted by his colleagues, 
and to eight only by Mr. Lane. 

The charges preferred by the Commissioners against Mr. Lane as to writing 
official letters in liis own name without their knowledge, occupy eight pages of 
their joint statement, to which, for brevity, we beg leave to refer, but they sum 
up the complaint in these words : — 

“ But what the Commissioners complain of is, that Mr. Lane, after failing to 
suggest any solution, or to assist in the disposal of pending business, and after 
waiting until his colleagues have done the work and expressed their opinion, 
does not confine himself to entering his dissent, if any, on. the minutes, and 
filing the same, hut writes to third parties, proclaiming his differences with his 
colleagues, thereby fomenting dissatisfaction in the public mind, paralysing the 
action of the Commission, and causing public business to be unduly pro- 
tracted.” 

We are of opinion that these charges are well founded. It was proved that 

2] p. B 2 
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Mr. Lane had, without the knowledge of his colleagues, written five letters, in 
his own name, to persons with whom the Commissioners were in official commu 
ni cation : that is to say : — 

1 . To the Clerk of the Conservators of the Drogheda district, in reference 

to cross-line fishing. 

2. To Messrs. Reeves and Son, in reference to Mullaghmore net. 

3. To Mri Hugh Lane, in reference to fishing in the River^Lee. 

4. To Mr. Darley, in reference to the Newport fish pass. 

5. To the Cork Conservators, in reference to the Cork fish passes. 

Copies of two only of these letters were produced before us. Mr. Lane de- 
clined to produce copies of the others, or to allow them to be obtained from the 
persons to whom they were addressed. The two letters produced are, in our 
opinion, open to the objections urged by the Commissioners in their joint state- 
ment, and calculated to lead, and in the Drogheda case did lead, to the results therein 
complained of. During the course of our inquiry Captain Spratt laid before us a 
written statement relative to the condition and cause of delay in the work of the 
Irish Special Commission. Since Captain Spratt joined, the Commission many 
of the matters contained in that statement are controverted by Mr. Lane, and we 
do not think it necessary to express our opinion upon them ; but, in reference to 
the delay in winding up the business of the Commission in the year 1867, we 
are of opinion that the business should have been wound up before the 1st of 
July in that year, and that Mr. Lane is responsible for the subsequent delay. 

The investigation of these charges and complaints involved us in a serious 
and lengthened inquiry, not only regarding the matters comprised in the joint 
statement of Messrs. Spratt and Paterson, but also into charges preferred by 
Mr. Lane against the other Commissioners, in order to show that he was not the 
offending party. In the course of this inquiry each party insisted upon strict 
proof of the allegations of the other, and thereby necessitated the vivd voce 
examination of witnesses, and the production and examination of the greater 
part of the correspondence and records of the Commission for the last two 
years. We have thought it better not to encumber our report with an appendix 
of the evidence upon which it is founded, but, should it be your wish,'we shall 
lay it before you. 

We beg to offer the above as our report in reference to the first object of the 
inquiry, as pointed out in Lord Mayo’s letter of instruction, and to submit the 
following as our report as to the several questions relating to the second branch 
of the inquiry. 

In answer to the question whether any, and what steps should he taken to 
secure cordial co-operation between the Commissioners, we beg to state as our 
opinion, that the differences which have so long existed between them render 
any very cordial co-operation hopeless. 

In reference to the rules to be laid down for the future conduct of the Com- 
mission, we advise that the following should be adopted : — 

1. That no one Commissioner should do any act, or carry on any correspond- 
ence relating to the business of the Commission, without the knowledge and 
sanction of the Commissioners, signified by some minute approved of by all or 
by a majority of the Commissioners. 

2. That all correspondence shall be in the name of the Commissioners, and 
all letters shall be transcribed by the secretary or his deputy, and signed by him 
on behalf of the Commissioners. 

3. That the secretary or his deputy, on receipt of any letter, if more than one 
Commissioner is not at hand, shall register it, and immediately acknowledge the 
receipt ; that the Commissioner at hand shall minute the proposed answer, and 
forward it to the other Commissioners for approval. 

4. That in cases of emergency, or in cases of letters requiring an answer about 
which there can be no question, the Commissioner at hand may minute the 
answer, and direct it to be forwarded; but in every such case the minute pre- 
pared by such Commissioner shall be immediately forwarded to the others. 

5 . That 
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5. That except in the cases last provided for, the secretary or his deputy shall 
not sign or forward any letter until the same shall have been submitted to all the 
Commissioners, and be approved of by at least two of them. 

As to the business remaining to be transacted by the Commissioners previous 
to their discontinuance, the time in which it can he wound up, and the steps to 
be taken for bringing their labours to as early a conclusion as possible, we have 
annexed to this report a Schedule (C.) of the business remaining- to be disposed 
of. Part of tfyis business consists in the trial of the legality of stake nets recently 
erected on the Shannon ; this requires the presence of all the Commissioners ; in 
our opinion, the time required for these trials should not exceed one fortnight ; 
the remaining business is of that nature which, under the provisions of the 
statute, does not require the presence or concurrence of all the Commissioners, 
and in onr opinion may be concluded in a week or fortnight, so that the entire 
time required to wind up the business of the Commission should not exceed one 
month. 

We beg further to state as our opinion, that the business now remaining is of 
a nature that must constantly arise, and for the disposal of which the Act con- 
templates the appointment of inspectors ; that the same could be as well trans- 
acted by inspectors as by Commissioners. The proper steps to be taken to 
conclude the business will be to issue at once the necessary notices of holding 
inquiries to try the validity of the recently erected stake nets, and that an early 
day for holding these inquiries should be fixed. 

We have, &c. 

12 October 1868. (signed) Edwin Plumer Price 

Chas. Shaw. 



— No. 6. — 

Warrant appointing Messrs. Lane and Spratt to be Special Commissioners of 
Irish Fisheries. 

Victoria R. 

Victoria, by the grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, Queen, Defender of the Faith, to our trusty and well-beloved Richard 
James Lane, esq., one of our counsel learned in the law, and our trusty and 
well-beloved Thomas Abel Bremage Spratt, Companion of Our most Honourable 
Order of the Bath, Captain in Our Navy, greeting. 

Whereas, by an Act passed in the 27th year of our reign, intituled “ An Act 
to amend the Laws relating to Fisheries in Ireland,” it is amongst other things 
enacted that we may, by warrant under our Royal Sign Manual, appoint any 
number of persons not exceeding three, to be Commissioners under the said Act 
during our pleasure, by the style of the Special Commissioners for Irish 
Fisheries. 

And whereas by warrant under our Royal Sign Manual, bearing date the 
1st day of October 1863, we did appoint our trusty and well-beloved Frederick 
Eden, esq., Wallace Houstoun, esq., a captain in our navy, and William 
O’Connor Morris, esq., barrister-at-law, to be Special Commissioners for Irish 
Fisheries during our pleasure : and whereas, by warrants under our Royal Sign 
Manual, bearing date respectively the 8th of June 1864, and 28th of June 1866, 
we did appoint you, the said Richard James Lane, to be a Special Commissioner 
for Irish Fisheries, in room of the said William O’Connor Morris, resigned; and 
you, the said Thomas Abel Bremage Spratt, to be a Special Commissioner for 
the like purpose, in room of the said Wallace Houstoun, resigned. 

And whereas the said Frederick Eden hath also resigned his appointment 
above mentioned. 

Now, know ye, that we have revoked and determined, and do by these 
presents revoke and determine the above-mentioned warrant of October the 
1st, 1863, and the said respective warrants of Jane the 8th, 1864, and June the 
28th, 1866. 

And further know ye, that we, reposing great trust and confidence in your 
210. e 3 knowledge 
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knowledge and ability, have appointed and do by these presents, in pursuance f 
the powers vested in us by the said recited Act, appoint you, the said Rich °i 
James Lane and Thomas Abel Bremage Spratt, to be the Special Commissior 
for Irish Fisheries during our pleasure. 6 

Given at our Court at St. James’s, the 26th day of October 1866, in th 
thirtieth year of our reign. * e 

By Her Majesty’s command, 

(signed) 8. vff. Walpole. 



— No. 7. — 

Warrant appointing Mr. Paterson to be a Special Commissioner of Irisli 
Fisheries, in addition to Messrs. Lane and Spratt. 

Victoria K. 

James Paterson, esq.. Special Commissioner for Irish Fisheries. 

Victoria, by the grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, Queen, Defender of the Faith, to our trusty and well-beloved James 
Paterson, esq., greeting-. Whereas by an Act passed 'in the 24th year of our 
reign, intituled “An Act to amend the Laws relating to Fisheries in Ireland,” it 
is amongst other things enacted that we may, by warrant under our Royal Sign 
Manual, appoint any number of persons not exceeding three, to be Commissioners 
under the said Act during our pleasure, by the style of the Special Commis- 
sioners for Irish Fisheries.” 

And whereas by warrant under our Royal Sign Manual, bearing date 
the 26th day of October 1866, we did appoint our trusty and well-beloved 
Richard James Lane and Thomas Abel Bremage Spratt to be the Special Com- 
missioners for Irish Fisheries during our pleasure. 

Now, know ye, that we, reposing great trust and confidence in your knowledge 
and ability, have appointed and do by these presents, iu pursuance of the powers 
vested in us by the said recited Act, appoint you the said James Paterson to be 
one of the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries during our pleasure, in 
addition to the said Richard James Lane and Thomas Abol Bremage Spratt. 

Given at our Court at St. James’s, the 26th day of November 1867, in 
the thirty-first year of our reign. 

By Her Majesty’s command, 

(signed) Gathorne Hardy. 



No. 8. — 

Warrant revoking the Warrants appointing the Special Commissioners for 
Irish Fisheries from the 1 st [December 1868. 

Victoria R. 

t T 1 ™’ hy *® gr ? ce °f Go(i of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, Queen, Defender of the Faith, to our trusty and well-beloved Richard 
James Lane, esq. Thomas Abei Bremage Spratt, esq., and James Paterson, 
sq„ greeting. Whereas we did by warrant, under our Royal .Sign Manual, 
bearing date the 26th day of October 1866, appoint you the said Richard James 
Lane and Thomas Abel Bremage Spratt to be the Special Commissioners for 
Irish fisheries during our pleasure. 

And whereas we did, by a subsequent warrant under our Royal Sign Manual, 
earing date the 25th day of November 1867, appoint vou the said James Pa- 
terson to be one of the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries during our 
pleasure, in addition to the said Richard James Lane and Thomas Abel Bremage 
opratt. 

And whereas we have deemed it expedient that such warrants should cease 
and determine from the 1st day of December 1868. 
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And whereas due notice was given to the above-mentioned Commissioners by 
one of our principal Secretaries of Slate, that their duties as such Special Com- 
missioners would determine on the 1st day of December 1868 : 

Now, know ye that we have revoked and determined, and by these presents 
do revoke and determine, the said warrants appointing you to be Special Com- 
missioners for Irish Fisheries from the 1st day of December 1868. 

Given, at our Court at St. James’s, the 30th day of January 1869 in the 
32nd year of our reign. ' ‘ ’ 

By Her Majesty’s command, 

(signed) H. A. Bruce. 



— No. 9. — 

COPY of Correspondence between the Home Office, the Irish Government, the 
Special Commissioners of Fisheries, and the permanent Inspectors of Fisheries, 
from the 19th October 1868 to the 17th February 1869. 



Sir M. Hicks Beach , m.f., to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

Sir, Whitehall, 19 October 1868. 

I have laid before Mr. Secretary Hardy your letter of the 1 6th instant, trans- 
mitting by desire of the Lord Lieutenant a report of Messrs. Price and Shaw of 
the private inquiry into the disputes between the Special Commissioners for 
Irish Fisheries ; and I am to acquaint yon for his Excellency’s information, that 
Mr. Hardy thinks that the Irish Government should express their disapprobation 
of Mr. Lane’s conduct, and that the only doubt is whether that gentleman ought 
not to be removed from the Commission, hut that delay would thereby be 
created. 

I am, &c., 

The Right Hon. J. Wilson Patten, (signed) M. E. Hicks Beach. 

Dublin Castle. 



Sir M. Hicks Beach, m.p., to the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries. 

Gentlemen, Whitehall, 19 October 1868. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Hardy to inform you that he has received a 
report from Messrs. Price and Shaw of their private inquiry into the subject of 
the disputes between the Special Commissioners of Irish Fisheries, and I am to 
request that you will at once issue notices of holding an inquiry into the legality 
of stake nets ; and I am further to inform you that your Commission will, with- 
out fail, be determined on the 1st of December, if not sooner concluded. 



The Special Commissioners, 
Irish Fisheries. 



(signed) M. Hicks Beach . 



The Under Secretary, Ireland, to the Special Commissioners for Irish 
Fisheries. • 

Gentlemen Dublin Castle, 31 0ctobe1 ' 18 ? 8 : 

The report of the inquiry lately held in London into the differences existing 
between you having been laid before the Lords Justices, I am directed to state 
that their- Excellencies find that a part of the business to be disposed of by you 
consists in the trial of the legality of the stake nets recently erected on the 
Shannon, which requires the presence of all of you; that the time lequirc.^ 
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such trials should not exceed one fortnight, ancl that the whole of the now pend- 
ing business of the Commission may be concluded within one month. I am to 
request that you will immediately make the. necessary arrangements for pro- 
ceeding to the trial of the cases above referred to, and that you will dispose of 
any other pending business as speedily as possible- 

I am, &c. 

The Special Commissioners (signed) Tkos. A. Larcom. 

for Irish Fisheries. 



The Secretary to the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries to the 
Under Secretary, Ireland. 

The Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, 
Office, 4 Daw son-street, Dublin, 

Sir, 27 October 1868. 

I am desired by the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries to acknowledge 
the receipt of your letter of the 21st instant, and to state that the Commissioners 
are taking steps to carry the directions therein contained, with respect to the 
immediate trial of the legality of the stake weirs in the Shannon, and other 
pending business. 

I have, &c. 

Sir Thos. Larcom, r.e., k.c.b., (signed) John Watkins , 

Dublin Castle. pro Secretary. 



The Secretary to the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries to the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

The Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, 
Office, 4 Dawson -street, Dublin, 

Sir, 1 December 1868. 

I am desired by the Commissioners of Irish Fisheries to intimate to you, for 
the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, that in pursuance of 
your letter of the 21st October last, they have held and completed the inquiries 
into the legality of the stake nets in the Shannon, as directed by your letter, and 
that the parties have appealed against some of the Commissioners’ judgments, 
and that the usual special cases for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s Bench 
following thereon have been prepared and settled, and will be delivered by the 
Commissioners to the appellants by the 2nd December next, and that they have 
disposed of all other pending business, so far as such business is capable of being 
disposed of, up to the present time. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Honourable (signed) Tlios. F. Brady, 

Colonel Wilson Patten, m.p., Secretary. 

Chief Secretary for Ireland. 



Mr. Paterson to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

The Special Commissioners for English Fisheries, 
22, Parliament- street, Westminster, S.W., 

Sir, 1 December 1868. 

In consequence of a conversation held to-day, at your request, with Mr. 
Secretary Hardy, I beg to inform you that I feel it my duty to address a letter 
to the Irish Government in reference to the business of the Irish Fishery Com- 
mission, but, as time will not permit to-day, I think it is right to inform you of 
this intention, inasmuch as a letter addressed to Lord Mayo, late Chief Secretary, 
by Captain Spratt and myself, on the 28th April last, with reference to certain 
difficulties in carrying on the business, has not yet been replied to. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Honourable (signed) J . Paterson. 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
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The Under Secretary, Home Office, to the Under Secretary, Ireland- 

Sir, Whitehall, 1 December 1868. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Hardy to acquaint you, for the information of 
the Lord Lieutenant, that notice was given to the Commissioners of Fisheries 
(Ireland) on the 19th October last, that the Commission would terminate on the 
1st December, and that it accordingly is terminated this day. 

<x I am, &c. 

The Under Secretary of State (signed) A. F. 0. Liddell. 

Dublin Castle. 



Mr. Paler son to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 



Special Commission for Irish Fisheries, 

22 Parliament-street, 

Sir, 2 December 1868. 

In consequence of the conversation I held with you on the 1st instant, on the 
subject of the Irish Fishery Commission, I have addressed a letter to the Irish 
Government, of which I beg to enclose you a copy, and to request your candid 
consideration of its contents ; for, though you expressed an opinion that the 
subject matter of my complaint was more properly for the Irish Government, I 
cannot help feeling that it was from you I received the appointment to the office, 
and as you also took part in directing the lengthened inquiry into the acts of the 
Commission, I am fully justified in expecting from you some explicit expression 
of whatever approval or censure must necessarily result from the particulars of 
the report following on such inquiry. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Hon. Gathorne Hardy, (signed) James Paterson. 

&c. &c. &c. 



(a 



(Enclosure.) 

Special Commission for Irish Fisheries, 

22, Parliament-street, Westminster, 

gj r 2nd December 1868. 

Having seen Mr. Secretary Hardy at your request, in reference to tire position of the Irish 
Fishery Commission, and having been referred by him to the Irish Government as the proper 
authority, and also in consequence of the views apparently entertained by him, 1 beg to 
submit for the consideration of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, and to cal] your atten- 
tion to the injustice which seems about to be done to me as one of the Commissioners. 

At the request of Mr. Hardvlwas appointed in November 1867 one of the Irish Fishery 
Commissioners, on the representation that there were outstanding -differences of opinion 
between the then two acting Commissioners, Captain Spratt and Mr. Lane, which could 
only be got rid of by appointing a third Commissioner, and I was particularly directed to 
see that the business should be carried on with due despatch. . . „ . 

Having accordingly acted with this view, and having, to the best ot my judgment, pro- 
ceeded to carry out the object of the Government, I found, after the experience of four or 
five months, that in consequence of certain views of Mr. Lane, who c tamed to act and did 
act, independently of and against the joint opinion of his colleagues, i was absolutely neces- 
sary to appeal to the Government to know whether his were the views the Government 
wished us 10 act upon, or whether we were substantially ngh m ® t . 

other two Commissioners, held, and which views were shortly founded on this principle, 
that in all cases the opinion of the majority must he submitted to and accepted by the third 

Commissioner whoever he might be. r -a r^hmsiit rlatprl 

Captain Snratt and I accordingly addressed a letter to the Irish Government, dated -8th 
ApriiCd 1 lth May stating the peat difficulties under which we laboured, and requesting 
m answer to threespeeffic questions, and in explanation of the chief reasons w by, was 
absolutely neces«arv for the Government to give pome opinion on these questions, we 
appended^ copied oEthe° necessary documents to enable the Government to fonai^n opinion 
upon the points involved, as we conceived the questions could, upon the so sub 
mitted, be answered without a moment’s hesitation, and that m an authoritative manner 
sufficient to enable all future obstacles to be removed. Instead 
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Instead of giving any answer to the questions thus submitted, we received a letter from 
Lord Mayo, dated 2nd July, informing: us that two gentlemen, Messrs. Price and Shaw, had 
been appointed to inquire into the subject matter of our letter of the 28th March, and desir- 
ing us to attend and give every assistance to those gentlemen. This we did, and one of the 
first things announced to us by Messrs. Price and Shaw, which we presume was in accord- 
ance with their instructions, was, that they considered the charges made against Mr. Lane 
were very serious, and that the result would, no doubt, be equally serious to one or other 
of the parties according to the result or the evidence, and that we, as the complaining parties, 
were bound to prove all the allegations. This issue and these conditions we at once readily 
accepted, and desiring nothing more satisfactory, we proceeded to give copious evidence on 
every point required or suggested, and the inquiry lasted for over 30 days, and occupied all 
our time for nearly three months. The result, of that inquiry, of which we know nothing, 
has now been several weeks in the hands of the Government. 

While we were anxiously awaiting the result of this report, and entertaining the confident 
expectation that the Government, in pursuance of the intimation given to us by their 
deputed organs, Messrs. Price and Shaw, would, in due time, noi only express fully their 
judgment on the merits of this lengthened inquiry, but would also act upon such judgment 
as they should have formed, the only letter we have received was one simultaneously from 
the Irish Government and the Home Office, dated 21st October last, neither of which con- 
tained the slightest notice of the contents of our letter of 28th April and 11th May, but 
simply directed the three Commissioners to hold certain specified inquiries. 

Though this letter seemed entirely to ignore the report of Messrs. Price and Shaw, and 
omitted lo express the desired opinion of the Government on the conduct of the Commis- 
sioners, I nevertheless entertained the hope that such expression of opinion was merely 
delayed until certain outstanding inquiries therein directed were disposed of; and having 
entire confidence that the Government would, after these inquiries were concluded, no- 
longer withhold from each Commissioner the expression of their opinion, as to which of the 
two views referred to in the letter of 28th March was right or wrong, we put aside every 
other business in order to carry out this desire of the Government, but I certainly did hot 
anticipate that this request was duly and promptly carried out only to enable the Govern- 
ment to punish all the Commissioners by one indiscriminate censure, and by an immediate 
and premature dismissal, without any reference even to the pending business or the effect 
either on the Commissioners individually or on the public interest. 

As I feel that in the circumstances I have faithfully carried out all that the Government: 
required of me, and that could be done in the face of the difficulties met with, that I have 
not made any material error in the course I have taken throughout, and that notwith- 
standing an inquiry for 30 clays, and ample materials existing in the hands of the Govern- 
ment to form an opinion, yet no opinion has been expressed as to which of the two parties 
was right or wrong, and feeling that this result must operate most unjustly on the party who 
was in the right (and whom the Government must now know to have been in the right), 
and that the party who was in the right, instead of beiug rewarded, is to be in effect 
punished in order to avoid expressing that judgment, on the faith of obtaining which the 
long inquiry was held and joined in, I beg with great respect to recall the attention of the 
Irish Government particularly to these considerations, and to ask whether the time has not 
now arrived for acting faithfully on the result of that report. I have little doubt as to the 
course which a candid consideration of the subject must suggest to you, and I hope the 
matter will not be lost sight of. And inasmuch as the Home Office also took part iu 
ordering the above lengthened inquiry into the acts and conduct of the several Commis- 
sioners, " I will forward a copy of this letter to Mr. Secretary Hardy, and request his con- 
sideration to it, and also a copy to the Secretary of the Treasury, inasmuch as all our 
officers have been appointed by the latter department. 

I beg to state that Captaiu Spratt, who has been in Ireland conducting part of the Irish 
fishery business up to the present time, and who is unaware of the view and intentions of, 
the Government, will probably feel called upon to address you to the same effect as I 
now do. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Honourable (signed) James Paterson. 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland, , 

Dublin Castle. 



Captain Spratt to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

22 Parliament-street, Westminster, .• 
Sir, 5 December 1868. 

I beg to forward to you a copy of a letter which I have addressed to the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, in reference to the Irish Eishery Commission, and the' 
late inquiry held into the conduct and acts of the Commissioners. 

I had verbally communicated to Sir Thomas Larcom the purport of this letter 
in the early part of November last, when he stated the matter was entirely in the 
hands of the Home Office. 

I, therefore 
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I, therefore, feel it necessary to adopt this course of communicating with you, 
as well as the Irish Government. 

I am, &c. 

The Right Hon. (signed) T. Spratt, c.b. 

The Secretary of State, Home Department. 



(Enclosure.) 

*•' 22 Parliament-street, Westminster, S.W. 

Sir, _ 5 December 1868 . 

As I was obliged to leave Ireland direct on the business of the English Fishery Commis- 
sion without having had an opportunity of seeing you since your receipt of the report of 
Messrs. Price and Shaw, made after their recent inquiry into the differences that existed on 
the Irish Fishery Commission, I am under the necessity of writing to you the purport of 
my intended interview. 

Up to this moment neither I nor my colleague, Mr. Paterson, have had any official inti- 
mation of the result of that inquiry, and yet I need hardly say that the. facts that must be 
now well known to the Government, respecting that inquiry, are in themselves sufficient to 
show with whom the difficulties originated. For I cannot but assume that the enormous, I 
may say almost unheard-of difficulties that I had to contend against from the moment I 
was appointed on that Commission have been fully brought out before those gentlemen, and 
reported upon by them after the inquiry, which lasted more than 30 days. 

Having been more than two and a half years on this Commission, I can say with confi- 
dence that those difficulties necessitated tenfold more application and labour to the efficient 
discharge of my duties than would otherwise have been required. 

Being also an officer in the Navy of 40 years’ standing and of distinguished service, having 
filled many commanding and responsible positions during that period, I confess myself at 
present totally at a loss to account for the manner in which I have been treated in reference 
to this inquiry, and the recent abrupt termination of the Commission without any reason 
being given. I have, therefore, no alternative but respectfully to ask for some explanation 
of this ireatment, which to me is so unaccountable. 

Concurring also, as I do fully, in the letter which I find has been addressed to you by 
my colleague, Mr. Paterson, on the 2nd inst., upon the same subject, I beg, in addition, to 
remind you that my appointment on the Irish Commission emanated from a recommendation 
from the Admiralty. I am, therefore, bound to satisfy them that 1 have done my duty to 
the best of my ability under the difficult circumstances which the Government are fully 
aware of. 

Without such explanation I feel that my conduct must appear in an unfair light before 
the eyes of my brother officers, who cannot otherwise but conclude that I must have sub- 
jected myself to some grave censure by so abrupt a termination of the Commission and the 
perfect silence of the Government. 

I hope, therefore, your serious attention will be directed to this matter, and that I may 
be provided with the means of entirely justifying my conduct before my brother officers 
and the Admiralty. 

I am, &c., 

The Right Honourable (signed) Thomas Spratt, c.b., 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland, Captain, r.n - . 

Dublin Castle. 



Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

84 Lower Baggot-street, Dublin, 

gj rj 7 December 1868. 

I have been informed, though not officially, that the last act of the outgoing 
Government, on the 1st or 2nd instant, was to attempt to determine “The Special 
Commission for Irish Fisheries,” to appoint two permanent inspectors, neither 
of whom are legal men, and to dismiss me (the legal Commissioner), though 
important business vet remains to be done. 

As I am convinced that the appointments, and, I believe, the preliminary acts, 
are illegal, it is my intention at once to bring the matter before the incoming 
Government : I take the earliest opportunity of communicating to you, as probable 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, my intention, justified by the opinions of three 
eminent Queen’s Counsel, and to express a hope that you will not allow anvtning 
(even formal) which will sanction these appointments, or any of the acts prelimi- 
nary to them. 

I am, &c. 

The Right Hon. (signed) R. J. Lane. 

Chichester Fortescue, m.p. 
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The Under Secretary, Ireland, to Mr. Paterson. 




gj r Dublin Castle, 8 December 1868. 

1 am directed bv the Lord Lieutenant to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 2nd instant, calling attention to the injustice which seems about to 
be done to you, as one of the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, and 
aiving your reasons therefor, and I am to state for your information that the 
Commission of which you were a member having been issued^from the Home 
Office, it was not thought requisite to take any steps in this department 

I am, at the same time, to forward to you herewith copy of a letter, dated the 
19th October last, from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department 
relative to Mr. Lane, one of the Commissioners. 



I am, &c. 

J. Paterson, Esq., (signed) E. R. Wetherall. 

22 Parliament-street, Westminster, S.W. 



The Under Secretary, Ireland, to Captain Spratt. 

gj r> Dublin Castle, 11th December 1868. 

I am’ directed by the Lord Lieutenant to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 5th instant, complaining of the manner in which the Special Com- 
mission for Irish Fisheries, of which you were a member, has terminated. I am 
to acquaint you that the decision of the complaints made against Mr. Lane having 
proceeded from the Home Office, it was not thought necessary to take any steps 
in this department in the matter. I am desired to transmit herewith, for your 
information, copy of a letter from Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bart., with regard to 
the alleged abrupt termination of the Commission of which you were a member. 
I am to draw your attention to the circumstance that notice was given to the 
Commissioners on the 19tli October last, by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, that the Commission should terminate on the 1st December, on 
which day it terminated accordingly. I am further desired to add that the 
Irish Government have every reason to be satisfied with your exertions while on 
that Commission. 

I am, &c. 

Captain SpTatt, c.b., r.n., (signed) E. R. Wetherall. 

22 Parliament- street, Westminster, S.W. 



The Chief Secretary for Ireland to the Under Secretary, Home Office, 

Si r> Irish Office, 14 December 1868. 

With reference to Mr. Liddell’s letter of 1st instant, relative to the termina- 
tion of the Irish Fisheries Special Commission, I have to request that, you will 
move the Secretary of State for the Home Department to furnish me with a copy 
of the notice therein referred to, which was given to the Special Commissioners 
on the 19th October last, that the Commission would terminate on 1st December, 
and also with a copy 7 of Schedule C, referred to in the report of Messrs. 
Price & Shaw, showing the business remaining to he disposed of at the date.ot 
their report ; I have further to request that 1 may be furnished with a copy ot 
the instrument terminating the Commission, and with copies of the warran s 
constituting the Commission and appointing the Commissioners. 

I am, &c. 

The Under Secretary, (signed) C. P. Fortescue. 

Home Office. 
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The Under Secretary, Home Office, to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

(Immediate.) 

Sfrj _ Whitehall, 16 December 1868. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of 14th instant, asking for certain papers in connection with the Special 
Fisheries Commission, Ireland, and I am to transmit to yon, for the information 
of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of the letter from this department 
to the CommK-sioners, notifying- the approaching termination of their Commis- 
sion ; also with the schedule referred to in the report of Messrs. Price & Shaw, 
and copies of the warrants constituting the Commission and appointing the 
Commissioners. 

lam at the same time to state that no “instrument” has been issued termi- 
nating the Commission. 

I have, &c. 

„ „. u „ (signed) A. F.O. Liddell. 

The Right Hon. Chichester bortescue, m.p., 

&c. &c. &c. 

Irish Office. 



Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

The Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries, 

84 Lower Baggot-street, Dublin, 

Sir, 4 January 1869. 

I, early in December, called your attention, as I have since done that of the 
Attorney General, to the illegality of the appointment by the late Lord Lieu- 
tenant of inspectors of fisheries, and I hoped before this to have had an oppor- 
tunity of speaking to you on the subject. 

As, however, the inspectors, I learn from the newspapers, are about, at con- 
siderable expense, to hold meetings and do acts which I, in common with several 
eminent lawyers, consider clearly illegal, and therefore useless, I would take the 
liberty of suggesting that at present the inspectors ought to be confined to acts 
merely formal, and that for those which may be the subject of legal proceedings 
they should wait the decision of the law officers on the legality of their appoint- 
ment. 

Since I wrote to you, the secretary, being one of the inspectors, has ceased to 
act as secretary, and I, as far as I could, have done the business of the Commis- 
sion here; but as minutes of mine to the secretary, directing him to send letters 
to me daily by the porter, having been disregarded, I could not, of course, do so 
effectually; and would therefore ask that, pending the decision of the legal 
question, that minutes may be directed to be complied with. Doing so will 
cause no delay, and it tnay be done without difficulty. As the inspectors have 
our office, it is the only way in which it can be done. 

I have some reason to think that the late Government thought that the busi- 
ness of the Commission was concluded ; but there is yet much to be done, a 
great part of which the present inspectors are quite incompetent to do, and part 
which has been partially done will have to be done again at large expense. The 
letters written in October and November as from our office did not pass through 
the office at all, and, with one or two exceptions, I did not see them. 

I had it in contemplation to hold some necessary meetings, but thought that 
it would be more seemly not to do anything until 1 communicated with you. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) R. J. Lane , 

The Right Honourable C. Fortescue, Special Commissioner. 

Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

P.S . — I think you are aware that Lords Clanricarde, Athlumny, Castlemaine, 
Sir C. O’Loghlen, Sir G. Colthurst, Sir H. Bruce, and other Members of Parlia- 
ment, and several conservators and parties interested in the fisheries in different 
districts, sent in a protest against putting an end to the Commission at present. 
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The Chief Secretary for Ireland to Mr. Lane. 

y- r Dublin Castle, 8 January 1869. 

I beg’ to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th instant, and to 
acquaint you that the subject to which you refer therein is under the considers- 
tion of the Government. 

I am, &c. 

R. J. Lane, Esq., (signed) C. P. Fortescue. 

&c. &c. 



The Chief Secretary for Ireland to the Inspectors of Fisheries, Ireland. 

Gentlemen, Dublin Castle, 8 January 1869. 

I am directed by the Lords Justices to inform you that the question of the 
legality of your appointments is at present under the consideration of the law 
officers of the Crown, and that their Excellencies would suggest to you, pending 
the law officers’ opinion, to confine yourselves solely to the transaction of such 
formal matters as may not affect the rights of individuals or involve any serious 
consequences, if it should turn out that your appointments were not legal. 

I am, &c. 

The Inspectors of Fisheries, (signed) C. P. Fortescue. 

Ireland. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to the Under Secretary, Ireland. 

gj Pj Whitehall, 20 January 1 869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of 19th instant, inquiring whether the law officers of the Crown have 
given any opinion as to the legality of the termination of the Special Commission 
for Irish Fisheries, and as to the appointment of permanent inspectors of fisheries 
in Ireland ; and I am to acquaint you, for the information of his Excellency the 
Lord Lieutenant, that the law officers of the Crown have not been consulted on 
the subject, no request to that effect having been made to this office on the part 
of the Irish Government. 

I am, &c. 

Col. Sir E. Wetherall, c,b., (signed) E. H. Knatchb u ll-Hugessen, 

&c. &c. &c., 

Dublin Castle. 



Mr. Paterson to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

Fishery Offices, 22 Parliament-street, 
Sir, February 1869. 

In consequence of a letter received from Mr. Lane, one of the Irish Fishery 
Commissioners, stating the course he had recently taken in reference to the 
appointment of inspectors of Irish fisheries by the late Lord Lieutenant, and m 
consequence of certain newspaper reports and articles casting discredit on the 
Irish Fishery Commissioners, I feel it necessary, in order to protect myself 
against unjust accusations, to ask your attention to the position in which I am 
placed ; for, up to the present moment, I have received no official communication 
from the Government from which I can with safety conclude whether I am still 
an Irish Fishery Commissioner or not. By the Irish Fishery Acts the office ot 
the Commissioners was directed to continue until August 1869, and_ I was 
entitled to calculate that, unless dismissed for good cause, I should continue to 
act as such Commissioner till that date. I have neither been dismissed, nor be- 
come incompetent, nor resigned ; on the contrary, I have been informed that no 
censure whatever has been cast upon me. But in consequence of a letter whicn 
Captain Spratt and I addressed to the Irish Government, requesting advice an 
r guidance 
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guidance as to some points of great practical difficulty in working the Commis- 
sion, dated 28th April and 11th May last, and which letter has never to this day 
been answered, certain inquiries were held by order of the Government, and a 
report thereon was made. Mr. Secretary Hardy, on 21st October last, without 
stating- the purport of that report, informed us that our Commission would be 
determined on 1st December following, but the Act, of which this notice was 
given, even if it could have been legally done, was never done, at least as far as I 
am concerned. I informed Mr. Hardy, on 1st December last, when I called upon 
him to ask foHEorther directions that inspectors could not legally be appointed till 
August 1869, and I requested an answer to the letter of 28th April, which 
answer, if given when requested, would have obviated all the difficulties that 
have arisen since May last. I afterwards addressed a letter to the Irish Govern- 
ment and to Mr. Hardy, dated 2nd December last, to which I beg to refer, and 
as in consequence of inspectors being appointed behind the back of the Commis- 
sioners, discreditable scenes seem to have lately occurred in Ireland between them 
and one of the Commissioners, I have, with great respect, to call your attention 
to the report made to the Government by Messrs. Price and Shaw, and to the 
letters already referred to of 11th May and 2nd December last, and to ask: — 

1st. Whether the opinion of the law officers has been taken as to whether the 
Irish Fishery Commissioners have been legally dismissed, and if so, at what 
date, and if the Commission has been brought to an end? 

2. Whether any answer is to be given to the letters of 28tli April and llt.h 
May, addressed to the Irish Government soliciting advice, and forwarded to and 
acted on by the Home Office? 

I may add that, though the Government in some letters have used the expres- 
sion “ Disputes between the Irish Fishery Commissioners,” that expression is 
inaccurate and tends to mislead, for there were no disputes between the Com- 
missioners except differences of opinion on practical points, for the. proper solving 
of which the opinion of the Government was requested, and the answer to which 
request w T ould have disposed effectually of these differences. 

The only disputes, properly so called, which had arisen were those that existed 
with one of the Commissioners, long before I was appointed a Commissioner, 
and in which I was in no way concerned. As I am at a loss to comprehend on 
what ground I have been left without further directions or information from the 
Government since 2nd December last, I am obliged in the circumstances to ask 
the above questions, and the more especially as I had to perform a most invidious 
office under peculiar difficulties, and might reasonably have expected some active 
support instead of great discouragement. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Hon. H. A. Bruce, (signed) James Patterson. 

Secretary of State, Home Office. 



Mr. Lane to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

Sii*, 84 Lower Baggot -street, 3 February 1869. 

I this day received from Mr. Paterson, my colleague as special Commissioner 
of Fisheries, a letter telling me the purport of one he yesterday wrote to you, 
and adding cc Both Captain Spratt and I have all along- protested against its 
being supposed that there were any ‘ disputes between the Commissioners, ’ 
except differences of opinion on practical points, and the proper mode of solving 
which is referred to Government ; and if the Government will now solve the 
question, we have no possible objection to continue to act as beforehand never 
had.” To that statement I give the fullest assent on my behalf. It is not new 5 
for before any inquiry, I, in May last, made a similar offer to the Lord Lieutenant ; 
and Mr. Paterson having on behalf of himself and Captain Spratt written me a 
letter to that effect, a short time after, I sent it to Mr. Secretary Hardy through 
the Attorney General ; I repeated the offer on my part at the inquiry, and before 
any report I wrote to Colonel Patten, Chief Secretary for Ireland, repeating the 
same, and offering without further unpleasantness cheerfully to carry on, under 
the rules made at the inquiry, the business of the Commission. Instead of any 
of these offers being accepted, I was, under reiterated protest against the place, 
manner, and extent of it, drawn into a tedious inquiry, at which I daresay 1,000 
2J 0 f 4 documents 
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documents we read or brought forward, one-third of which I had neither time 
nor opportunity to read, nor to look through the papers for others I wanted ; all 
would have been saved by three or four additional rules ; and I have no doubt 
that the report (a copy of which 1 was refused), made under such circumstances, 
would lead to a supposition of hostility among the Commissioners, which we 
all persistently disdained. After laboriously working for four and a-half years 
on the Commission, a great portion of the time during Mr. Eden’s illness working, 

I may say day and night by myself, aiding him as a brother and using my best 
exertions to preserve the place for him, I am not singular m thinking it to be an 
iniustice considering the abandonment of my position at the bar by reason of my 
occupation that for differences on trifles, from which the business did not suffer, 
occurring on the day we thought we had closed the special business, I should be 
set aside to make way for a stranger entirely ignorant of the business, and that 
the Government, instead of doing what alone we all asked, to set us in order, should 
dismiss ns all. I trust that the Government by which I was appointed will not 
sanction it, particularly as it was done against remonstrances, numerously signed 
by noblemen Members of Parliament, and other persons interested in the fisheries, 
sent from different districts to the late Chief Secretary. It is a fallacy to suppose 
that the special business is finished, there is much yet to be done ; there is a 
good deal half done ; and I believe, by continuing our Commission, all will be 
done more economically and more speedily than by any new tribunal, and 
particularly by one altogether non-legal. In reference to Mr. Liddell’s letter, 
received yesterday, I will at present only say that I find I have about to the 
value of 1 s. in office stationery, which 1 have been using for the Commission 
business here. 



The Right Hon. H. A. Bruce, m-p., 
&c. . &c. &C. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) JR. J. Lane. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to the Under Secretary, Ireland. 

(Immediate.) 

Si F} Whitehall, 4 February 1869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acquaint you, for the information of 
his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, that the Queen has been pleased by warrant, 
under Her Royal Sign Manual, dated 30th January 1869, to revoke and deter- 
mine the warrants appointing the Special Commissioners for Irish Fisheries 
from the 1st December 1868. 

I am, &c. 

Colonel Sir E. Wetherall, c.b., (signed) A. F. O. Liddell 

&c., &c., &c., 

Dublin Castle. 



The Under Secretary, Ireland, to Mr. Brady. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 5 February 1869. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to inform yon that a case having been 
submitted to the law officers of the Crown for their opinion as to the validity of 
your and Major Hayes’s appointments as permanent inspectors of fisheries, they 
have given their opinion that those appointments are illegal and invalid. 

I am, &c. 

T. F. Brady, Esq. (signed) E. R. Wetherall 

Similar letter to Major Hayes. 
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Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 



Sir, 84 , Lower Baggot-street, 5 February 1869 . 

Referring to my former letters respecting the Irish Fishery Commission, I 
have the honour to enclose herewith for your perusal, and that of his Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of a letter received from' my colleagues in London, 
which shows the total absence of any necessity, as far as we were concerned, for 
the step taken by the late Government in the assumed appointment of inspectors, 
and that the otire fault rested with the Government in not giving us what alone 
we required, and asked for, viz., rules for our guidance, upon which we would al 
have acted. 

Among the papers sent to the Irish Government by my colleagues in May 
last, is a minute from me begging them to make rules, and stating that I would 
sign them, and cordially carry them out. 

The same in substance I 'stated to the Lord Lieutenant in May last. 

A few days after Mr. Paterson wrote to me, for himself and Captain Spratt« 
saying that they only wanted rules, and I sent that letter to the Attorney 
General, by whom it was shown to Lord Mayo and Sir J. Ferguson ; and, 

In June last I wrote to Lord Mayo, saying that “ nothing was wanted hut 
rules to regulate business while we were separated.” 



Notwithstanding all this, an inquiry was directed by the Home Secretary into, 
nominally, “ the disputes between the Commissioners,” but most unexpectedly, 
and uselessly, extended to matters haying no bearing on those disputes, and of 
which my colleagues had never heard. 

The settling of the rules was the first thing done, and as we were all satisfied 
with them, I protested against other subjects being entered into, for which I was 
wholly unprepared, stating by written protest that I should be doing an injustice 
to myself to attempt to enter on them; they were persisted in, with the result I 
anticipated, and a report made, I may almost say, ex parte, of which I am in 
total ignorance, having been refused it. 



Before, however, that report was sent in, I wrote to the then Chief Secretary 
in October last, stating to him that the Commission could not terminate until 
August next, and offering cordially to co-operate with my colleagues in continu- 
ing to work it according to the rules agreed on at the inquiry, hut all to no 
purpose, and on the 2nd December, by the assumed appointment of inspectors, we 
were impliedly dismissed without ever being informed why ; ^leaving business 
undone which required attention, and after four and a half years laborious work- 
ing the Commission, three-fourths of the time alone, to the entire sacrifice of my 
professional position, to do the business properly I was (as I believe you know), 
to the amazement of the public, and of my own profession, replaced by our own 
secretary and an utter stranger to fisheries and law persons entirely unfitted for 
an office, the business of which, unlike that of the English inspectors, being at 
least two-thirds of it purely legal. 

Could I have supposed when taking the place offered to me unsolicited, that 
such an injustice was almost possible, I certainly would not have accepted it I 
am the only one who will irretrievably suffer by ray attention ; I am the only 
Irishman on the Commission ; I am the only one who devoted myself exclusively 
to it. My colleagues and the secretary were, and are, in the English • ’ 

and have never sacrificed anything for it; t ey re m and all for' some 

useless for me to think of regaining my posmon at the bar, and . all _for some 
trifling disputes on practical matters, from which the public business did not 
suffer, and occurring at nearly the close of the Commission. 

v hnfh the English and Irish Governments were 

appris^r'by uT^fore^the ‘appointments were made that they were fl^nd 
that there was not any occasion to make them so that if 
illegally, they are 

ment, particularly as they were made a a D and se have been 

by influential parties interested in the t • J b confined to talk, 

the results, for literally the business of- th ^ * jn a ition to du 

and if we are permitted to go on with the business, wc p ^ 

316. 11 
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more business m a month (owing to our previous inquiries) than any new body 
could do in three, and it is to be recollected that the secretary will be a gamer 
in emolument by remaining so. 

I have, &c. 

The Bight Hon. the Chief Secretary, (signed) R. J. Lane. 

&c., &c.. &c. 



(Enclosure.) 

Mr. Paterson to Mr. Lane. 

(Extract.) 

2 February 1869. 

I have this day written to the Home Secretary stating that I informed Mr. Hardy, on 
the 1st December last, that inspectors could not legally be appointed until the termination 
of the Commission in August 1869, and asking him two questions. 

1st. Whether the opinion of the law officers has been taken as to whether the Irish 
Fishery Commissioners are legally dismissed, and if so, at what date, and if the Commission 
has been brought to an end 1 

2nd. Whether any answer is to be given to the letters of 28 tli April and llth May, 
addressed to the Irish Government soliciting advice, and forwarded to and acted on by the 
Home Secretary? 

I also stated that an answer to that letter would have obviated all difficulty that had 
occurred since May last. . .... . 

It is right to add that both Captain Sprattand I have all along protested against its being 
supposed that there were any “ disputes between the Commissioners,’ except differences 
of opinion on practical points, and the proper mode of solving which was referred to the 
Government, and if the Government will now solve the question, we have no possible 
objection to continue to act as before, and never had. 

J I am, &c. 

R. J. Lane, Esq., q.c., (signed) J Paterson. 

See. See. &c. 

I entirely concur in the statements contained in the above letter. 

5 February 1869. (signed) R.J. Lane. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to Mr. Lane. 

Sir, Whitehall, 6 February 1869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of 3rd instant, explaining the nature of your footing with your late 
colleagues in the late special Irish Fishery Commission. 

I am, &c. 

R. J. Lane, Esq., (signed) A. F. 0. Liddell. 

84, Lower Baggot-street, Dublin. 



Mr. Lane to the Under Secretary, Home Office. 

Sir, 84, Lower Baggot-street, 8 February 1869. 

I beg to acknowledge, with surprise, the receipt of your letter of the 4th 
instant, stating the revocation, on the 30th nit., of the warrant of October 1866, 
to take effect from the 1st December last, for I was led to think- that, pending 
the consideration of the legality of the appointment of inspectors by the late 
Lord Lieutenant, nothing could be done in reference to the warrant. I do not 
at present remark on the effect of the document of revocation further than to 
say that it leads necessarily to the conclusion that until the execution of it, at. 
least , the appointment of inspectors was illegal. I, however, respectfully ask for 
a copy of it, and as Mr. Bruce must, in procuring that document, have acted on 
the report of Messrs. Shaw and Price, I hope I shall now in justice he given 
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also a copy of that report. In doing, so permit me to disclaim altogether the 
intention of saying or doing anything in a spirit of opposition to the present 
Government, for I believe that they would have taken a course more conducive 
to justice than the sort of inquiry, the grounds of that report. 

I protested against it in writing from the time I knew the nature of it, believing 
it to be, as the result proved, ill-calculated to lead to a fair conclusion, particu- 
larly as all the documents connected with the subject-matter of it were kept out 
of the office, almost from the time I got the copy of my colleagues' letter until 
the middle "of November, rendering it impossible for me to have sufficient 
reference to them. Besides this, matters were introduced at the inquiry bythe 
secretary, which had not, until then, been even suggested as matters of complaint, 
about which my colleagues (and especially Mr. Paterson) admitted they knew 
nothing. In illustration of the injustice of this, I may say that since my return 
home I have found among my own papers letters relating to two of these 
matters, showing clearly that the conclusions probably drawn from the evidence at 
the inquiry were wrong. . _ 

As to the causes of difference between my colleagues and me, by my objections 
to alter the rules made from experience, and found to act well by Mr. Eden, 
Admiral Hanstone, and myself, they were, for the most part, yielded to in my 

favour in the inquiry. , , , . „ , 

They too were of only about two months’ continuance, and I am not aware 
of any injury being caused to public business by them, so that, considering the 
relations now subsisting (as all through) between my colleagues and me, I can- 
not imagine anything in the report which would call for the dissolution of the 
Commission while there is business of importance to be done. 



Hon. A. F. 0. Liddell. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) R . J- Lane. 



Mr. Lane to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

gj r 84, Lower Baggot-street, 9 February 1869. 

As you in getting the warrant of October 1866 revoked, were probably guided 
by the report made after the inquiry in London, 1 beg leave to send for your 
perusal a copy of the protest made by me on that occasion. The objections 
made were fully warranted by the occurrences at the inquiry, and, under such 
circumstances, I think you will scarcely think it just to attach much weight to 
that report against me, if it should again be material to consider it. 



Right Hon. H. A. Bruce, M.P. 



I have, &c. 

R. J. Lane. 



(Enclosure.) 

Protest read at Inquiry in London, on 3 rd September 1868. 

1. I object to the inquiry, as there prop^iiwM^at^a 

mons witnesses or administer oaths, boih of which a , J rarr ; e d on awav from the 

of the complaints made against me ; and I also object to its be, foamed on away mom me 
office of the Commission (in Dublin), where I can, fro™ *° tIme ’ have ,mn,eflll ‘ 

and reference- to the documents bearing on the m^TSStaxea. b the com _ 

2 . I respectfully protest against any J f. d , test aga i„ s t consideration 

plaint, and the matters connected with each of as ^ inst lhe con _ 

of the matters in the printed paper which are m ^ sent ^ ^ aJ ^ respectively 

sicleration of those in the statement of C p P t neatly from its commence- 
mvolve the consideration of the working of , :' Ic h inquiry properly except 

ment, and I believe it to b« .wholly impossible to conduct any such m, __ ^ 

upon oath, and before a t ^“” a b eS”l shouidbe doing myself great injustice in submitting 
examining them on oath, and 1 believe i su° u 1 “®- J .xu D owers. 

such matters to the consideration of any tribunal not having such poweis. 

2 1 6. H 
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In reference to all tlie above matters it is right to add that, owing to the multiplicity of 
the documents referred to, and the many private documents I have had to look at and make 
extracts from, l have not had time or (I may almost say) opportunity to look at almost any 
of the documents used at the former hearing or those in the long lists sent me, and that 
owing to the state of the files, & c. in the office, and the irregular way in which they are 
arranged without proper indexes, 1 have found it impossible, even with the clerk, to find 
many of the documents I required, and that I spent the greater part of two days in finding 

1 ^Tam ready to make a declaration to the above effect, if required, by the court. 



3 September 1868. 



(signed) R. J. Lane. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to Mr. Paterson. 

Si r> Whitehall, 9 February 1869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the instant, and to inform, you in reply to your inquiries, that your office 
as Commissioner of Irish Fisheries ceased on the 1st December last, and that you 
have already been informed that no censure whatever has ever been cast upon 
you, and that Mr. Bruce has nothing to add upon the subject. 

I am, &c. 

Jas. Paterson, Esq.. (signed) A. F. O. Liddell. 

22, Parliament-street. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to Mr. Lane. 

Sir, Whitehall, 11 February 1869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 8th instant, applying for copies of the document revoking the late 
Irish Fisheries Commission, and of the report of Messrs. Shaw and Price ; and I 
am to inform you that Mr. Bruce declines to furnish you with these papers. 

I am, &c. 

R. J. Lane, Esq., (signed) A. F. O. Liddell. 

84, Lower Baggot-street, Dublin. 



The Under Secretary, Ireland, to the Under Secretary, Home Office. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 13 February 1869. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to request that you will kindly furnish 
me, for the information of his Excellency, with a copy of the letter of the 2nd 
instant, addressed by Mr. Paterson, late special Commissioner for Irish Fisheries, 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. 

I am, &c. 

The Hon. A. F. O. Liddell, (signed) E. R. Wether aU. 

Home Office. 



The Under Secretary, Home Office, to the Under Secretary, Ireland. 

Sir, Whitehall, 17 February 1869. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Bruce to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of 13th instant, and, in compliance with your request, to transmit to you, 
for the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of a letter re- 
ceived in this Department on 2nd instant, from Mr. Paterson, late Special Com- 
missioner for Irish Fisheries. 

I am, &c. 

Colonel Sir E. Wetherall, c.b., (signed) A . F. O. Liddell. 

&c. &c. &c. 

Dublin Castle. 
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— No. 10 — 

Warrants appointing Major Hayes and Mr. Brady to be Permanent Inspectors 
of Fisheries. 



Warrant appointing Major Joseph Hayes to be a Permanent 
Inspector of Fisheries. 

By The Lord Lieutenant General and General Governor of Ireland. 

Abercorn, 

Whereas by an Act passed in the 26th and 27th years of the Reign of Her 
present Majesty, entitled “ The Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1863," it was, 
amongst other things, enacted that on the termination of the office of Special 
Commissioners of Fisheries, all powers and duties transferred to, vested in, or 
imposed on them by said Act, shall be transferred to, and vested in, two perma- 
nent Inspectors of Fisheries, to be appointed by, and to be subject to, the control 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland : 

And whereas the said office of Special Commissioners of Fisheries has ter- 

”"f( B by the powers vested in us by said before-mentioned Act, do hereby 
nominate and appoint Major Joseph Hayes to be a permanent Iuspector of 
Fisheries under said Act. 

Given at Her Majesty’s Castle of Dublin, 
this 1st day of December 1868. 

By His Excellency’s Command, 

E. R. Wetherall. 



Thomas F. Brady, Esq., was appointed by a similar Warrant, dated 4th 
December 1868. 



2lfi. 
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COPY of Correspondence, &c. relating to the 
Special Commission for Irish Fisheries and 
the Appointment of Permanent Inspector 
of Fisheries. 



{Mr. Stacpoole .) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to lie Printed, 

13 May 1869. 



[ Price 7 d.~] 



216. 



Under 8 oz 
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Further RETURN to an Address of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 22 March 1869 \—jor, 



COPIES of “ Letter from Messrs. Spratt and Paterson to the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, dated the 28th day of April 1868 : ” 

“ Of Letter from Mr. Lane to the Chief Secretary for Ireland, with joint Statement 
annexed thereto, dated the 28th day of May 1868 

“ Of Letter from the Home Office to the Chief Secretary, dated the 16th day of June 
1868 

“ Of Letters from the Chief Secretary for Ireland to Messrs. Price and Shaw and to 
Messrs. Spratt and Paterson, dated the 2nd day of July 1868 : ” 

“ Of Report from Messrs. Shaw and Price to the Home Secretary, dated the 12th day 
of October 1868 : ” 

“ Of Warrant appointing Messrs. Lane and Spratt to be Special Commissioners of 
Irish Fisheries : ” 

“ Of Warrant appointing Mr, Paterson to he a Special Commissioner of Irish 
Fisheries in addition to Messrs. Lane and Spratt : ” 

“ Of Warrant revoking the Appointment of the Special Commissioners for Irish 
Fisheries : ” 

“ Of Correspondence between the Home Office, the Irish Government, the Special 
Commissioners of Fisheries, and the Permanent Inspectors of Fisheries, relating to 
the Business of the Commission and the Appointment of Inspectors, from the 19th 
day of October 1868 to the 17th day of February 1869 

“ And, of Warrants appointing Major Hayes and Mr. Brady to be permanent Inspec- 
tors of Fisheries.” 



CORRESPONDENCE. 



Letter from the Under Secretary, Home Office, to Mr. Paterson. 

Sir, Whitehall, 5 December 1868. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Hardy to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 2nd instant, enclosing a copy of a letter, addressed by you to the Irish Government, 
on the subject of the termination of the Irish Fisheries Commission, and to state that no 
censure whatever has been cast upon you. 

, I am, &c. 

James Paterson, Esq., (signed) A. F. Q. Liddell. 

late Irish Fisheries Commissioner, 

22, Park-street, Westminster, S.W. 



Letter from the Under Secretary, Home Office, to Captain Spratt. 

gi Fj Whitehall, 8 December 1868. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Hardy to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 5th instant, enclosing a copy of a letter, addressed by you to the Irish Government 
in reference to the Irish Fishery Commission, and the late inquiry held into the acts and 
conduct of the Commissioners, and to state that no censure whatever has been cast upon 
you. 

I am, &c. 

Captain Spratt, C.B., R.N. (signed) A. F. O. Liddell. 



2 1 6 — I. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 





FISHERIES (IRELAND). 



FURTHER RETURN. 



COPY of CoRHF.spoNDF.scE, &c. relating to the 
Special Commission for Irish Fisheries, and 
the Appointment of Permanent Inspectors 
of Fisheries. 



{Mr. Stacpoole.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commom, to be Printed, 

5 July 1869. 



2 I f> — I. 
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